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The 


Preface 


core of this book dates back to the 1990s and was intended to help 


prevent the march of feminism into what was once objective science. It could 
not be published earlier by publishers due to censorial repressed attitude, 
which is documented and thus proven in all books of this series. 


expresszeitung.com 


Teufel Testosteron: Der Krieg 
gegen Manner 


«The Devil Testosterone: The War on Men 


Written by Gerhard Wisnewski. | Published in Society 
“The most dangerous species in the world’’((1), “White, male, dange- 


rous’(2) “From the anger of left behind men’”(3). Titles like these from 
German leading media are only a small sample of the increasing mood- 
mongering against men. Reading the articles, one could think that these 
tirades are dangerously close to incitement of the people. For example, the 
first-mentioned article from Der Spiegel “excelled” at the time with the 


following statements:» 


The war against men is now also being noticed by others. 
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Campaigns of Feminist Ideology in The War 
Against Culture & Nature 


Objectivity 


Let us look at what has happened to the strict objectivity, freedom of values 


and basic principles of justice and state, as well as presumption of innocence, 
freedom of expression, protection of privacy, which are necessary in science, 
legislation, jurisprudence, government and reporting. 


Feminist pseudoscience, which is deliberately and consciously based on 
subjectivity, bias, influence and alteration of the “research” subject, has 
displaced objective science in all subjects remotely related to culture or the 
sexes. Some even say that all sciences except hard core subjects like natural 
sciences are affected, but even mathematics faculties have reported attempts 
to gender them. 


The misuse of universities, research institutions, the judiciary and power 
for subjectivity and consciously tendentious struggle are neither an 
aberration nor overzealousness of individuals, but planned feminist action 
that has been openly described in feminist literature. These are not "isolated 
radical" writings by “outsiders”, but the central, founding theoretical writings 
and methods that continue to have an institutionalised effect on terms, 
definitions, approaches and topics to this day, which has caused objectivity to 
collapse in all areas of science that deal with people. It is the strategy and 
common thread of the whole feminist wave, and of earlier waves as well. 


Let us look at what has happened to the basic principles of science, 
legislation, jurisprudence, government and public functions. 


«For women, a fundamental universal position is out of the question. 
Women can define themselves once into the law and then out of it again; 
for there is no compulsion to consequentialism, as in — cosmopolitan 
male universal — science. Aporias only dissolve in the process. (cf. Smaus 
1989).» (Marlis Kriiger {Hrsg}, What does feminist actually mean here?, 
1993, p. 281, Volume 1 of Feminist Library.) [fundamental feminist 
writing, not satire, meant completely seriously]) 


Women's studies, founded by feminism, contradicts criteria of objective 
science and objectivity in its approach. Partiality and subjective feelings of 
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concern due to ideological attitudes founded the field. The same applies to 
other propaganda subjects such as gender, queer, black and LGBT studies. 
Even men's studies were founded with feminist premises and approaches, 
infecting almost all other subjects. Moreover, feminist subjects disguise 
themselves with many creative names. 


«Women's Studies as Virus: Institutional Feminism, Affect, and the 
Projection of Danger. 

Breanne Fahs, Associate Professor of Women and Gender Studies at 
Arizona State University 

Michael Karger, graduate student in Social Justice and Human Rights at 
Arizona State University 

This paper theorizes that one future pedagogical priority of women's 
studies is to train students not only to master a body of knowledge but also 
to serve as symbolic “viruses” that infect, unsettle, and disrupt traditio- 
nal and entrenched fields. In this essay, we first posit how the metaphor of 
the virus in part exemplifies an ideal feminist pedagogy, and we then 
investigate how both women's studies and the spread of actual viruses (e.g., 
Ebola, HIV) produce similar kinds of emotional responses in others. 

... we conclude by outlining the stakes of framing women's studies as an 
infectious, insurrectional, and potentially dangerous, field of study. In doing 
so, we frame two new priorities for women's studies training male 
students as viruses and embracing “negative” stereotypes of feminist pro- 
fessors as important future directions for the potentially liberatory aspects of 
the field..' (Multidisciplin Journal of Gender Studies, Volume 5, Number 1, 
2016, Hipatia Press) 


The entire university, research and state system, as well as the public, 
were overrun by this anti-scientific method, infected, and transformed into 
breeding grounds for its feminist ideology virus. Since then, the state, 
schools, universities and research institutions have been producing the virus 
of feminist ideology instead of objective science. 


«The inclusion of personal concernment in the research process is an 
indispensable element of feminist science. The principle of partiality is 
similar... 

Conscious partiality is thus the social and, as it were, politically turned 
dimension of concern. It produces a closeness through similarity with the 
other woman or with other women... 


1 https://hipatiapress.com/hpjournals/index.php/generos/article/view/1683 


Autonomy 


The basic principles of concern and partiality give rise to demands 
for feminist research itself, namely the demand for autonomy... 

Feminist family sociology as an openly lived, partisan science will 
not let up on the political level... 

In this context, the connection to the women's movement, especially 
autonomous women's research and practice ... is indispensable.» (Brigitte 
Brick et al, Feminist Sociology, 1997) 


Radical, partisan propaganda, tearing apart all connections between the 
sexes, hostile to men, disenfranchising them, is not some fancy new aberrati- 
on, but a central principle since its foundation, pursued with massive state 
funding and support. 


«This basic framework was formulated by Maria Mies in 1977 in the 
“Methodological Postulates for Women's Studies” .»» (Christa Damkowski, 
Psychology Today, Sept. 1988) 


These are (unfortunately) not excesses of individual extremists, but 
basic principles on which the ideology is based as well as its campaigns, its 
approach in all areas of society, especially feminist-minded pseudo research 
in all subjects that have anything remotely to do with people. 

«Maria Mies' “Methodological Postulates for Women's Studies” 
(1978) provided the epistemological basis for this.» (Vera Konieczka et al, 
Feminist Science, p. 11) 


Feminist literature makes clear how significant methodological postu- 
lates such as those of Maria Mies have been and continue to be as a “founda- 
tion” for feminist “science” and methodology; because concepts, approaches, 
questions, methods, the whole feminist edifice is founded on such postulates 
and false feminist premises. This is confirmed by academic feminist writings 
also from 2010: 


«Christa Miller 

Partiality and Concern: Women's Studies as Political Practice 

... Maria Mies, a now emeritus professor of sociology at the Cologne 
University of Applied Sciences, formulated methodological postulates for 
women's studies. As Andrea Baier (1996: 142) writes, they are regarded as 
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the undisputed starting point for the German debate on methods and 
methodology in women's studies.... 

Maria Mies also sees her own participation in social movements as a 
source of knowledge.... The sociologist follows Mao's epistemological 
paradigm that one can only recognise the essence of a phenomenon if 
and by changing it.» (Handbook of Women's and Gender Studies: Theory, 
Methods and Empiricism, edited by Ruth Becker, Beate Kortendiek, VS 
Verlag Springer Fachmedien, 3. ed. 2010) 


Such anti-scientific postulates, methods, false assumptions and twisted 
approaches underlie feminist-influenced “research”, no matter what the sub- 
ject calls itself, whether women's studies, feminist “science”, gender studies 
or other subjects that treat social groups in such an activist way. New names 
will be added. 


«feminist sciences, which are alternatively named feminist research, 
women's studies or, from the 1990s onwards, above all gender studies. Their 
emergence and further development cannot be separated from the 
political movements of their respective times. Above all, the so-called 
new women's movement (Lenz 2009) first acted as an initial spark for 
feminist studies in the 1970s and then as a pacemaker in the further 
course. The same applies to queer feminist studies.» (Handbook Qualitati- 
ve Research in Psychology, edited by Ginter Mey, Katja Mruck, 28.9.2010) 


It is therefore of no use to try to distance oneself from false premises 
and methods with decades of delay, but to leave the entire edifice of lies built 
on top of it standing.” 

Whole generations have been infected by such ideological science, 
“sensitised” in its gibberish. 


«When women scientists make their own subjective concern the 
starting point and guiding principle of their research, they are first of all 
sensitised» (contributions to feminist theory and practice, 11, 1984, p. 11) 


Such subjectivity can prove everything and the opposite of everything, 
especially if the following postulates are observed: 


2 Band 5 ,,Die Unterdriickung der Manner” beweist anhand von Quellen der sog. 
Mannerforschung, die sich gegen viel Widerstand im Windschatten des Feminis- 
mus formten und wenig Unterstiitzung erhielt, daB auch diese fest auf feministi- 
schen Prinzipien griinden und daher nicht aus dem geschlossenen Weltbild der 
Ideologie herausfthren. 


«Methodological postulates 

1. The postulate of value freedom, neutrality and indifference towards 
the objects of research — hitherto the most important yardstick for objectivity 
— is replaced by conscious partiality» (contributions to feminist theory 
and practice, 11, 1984, p. 12) 


Today, activist pseudo-research of this type has spread to many fields. 
Partly because of partisanship, partly because of unconscious, innate, cava- 
lierly female-favouring skewed perception (see “The Oppression of Men”), 
my writings from the 1990s, from which these quotes and evidence are taken, 
have been ignored by the media and the public, as have my literary accounts 
of the problem and of female electoral power since the 1980s. At the same 
time, political hysteria was thus spread as a method creating mass psychosis 
— see my book “Settling the score with feminism”. 


«3. Contemplative, uninvolved ‘spectator research’ is replaced by active 
participation in emancipatory actions and the integration of research 
into these actions.» (contributions to feminist theory and practice, 11, 
1984, p. 13) 


In medicine, even double-blind studies are used or prescribed, in which 
not even the doctor may know whether he is administering a placebo or a 
drug, so that imagination (subjectivity) cannot have any effect on the course 
of the illness, the study and the resulting statistics. For even if only the doc- 
tor knows what he is holding in his hand, an unconscious transfer is possible, 
leading to false statements about the effectiveness of a drug. The militant in- 
volvement described was a widespread feminist guiding principle, which ex- 
plains their claims as well as the slanted “statistics” used to underpin such 
campaigns and claims. Far from being the spinning of a few extremists, the 
theoretical claims are a fundamental motif and an accurate description of 
how feminism came into being, the methods on which it was founded, and 
which are still used today. Many disciplines, including the entire humanities, 
have been infected by it. Note that the word ‘qualitative research’ is used as a 
euphemism meaning totally qualityless subjective feminist insinuations: 


«Social Research Methods 

Alan Bryman (p. 403) 

Feminism and qualitative research 

A further dimension that could have been included in in the section on 
‘Some contrasts between quantitative and qualitative research’ is that, in the 
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view of some writers, qualitative research is associated with a feminist 
sensitivity, and that, by implication, quantitative research is viewed by many 
feminists as incompatible with feminism. This issue was briefly signposted 
in Chapter 2. ... 

The notion that there is an affinity between feminism and qualitative 
research has at least two main components to it: a view that quantitative 
research is inherently incompatible with feminism, and a view that 
qualitative research provides greater opportunity for a feminist 
sensitivity to come to fore. Quantitative research is frequently viewed as 
incompatible with feminism for the following reasons. 

¢ According to Mies (1993), quantitative research suppresses the voices 
of women either by ignoring them or by submerging them in a torrent of 
facts and statistics. 

[Note: What cruelty to unleash facts on feminists who feel their 
privileged sex is a victim in subjective navel-gazing!] 

¢ The criteria of valid knowledge associated with quantitative research 
are ones that turn women, when they are focus of research, into objects. This 
means that women are again subjected to exploitation, in that knowledge an 
experience are extracted from them with nothing in return, even when the 
research is conducted by women (Mies 1993). 

[Note: Due to feminist empathy bias, men are never seen as victims, 
even though they are at least as much, or more, affected by such practices. 
Apart from that, there is no science when objectivity is replaced by subjective 
feminist bias. Even when feminist-minded women do the research, it is not 
feminist enough for them. Here, anti-science and subjective humbug is 
elevated to the norm.] 

¢ The emphasis on controlling variables further exacerbates this last 
problem, and indeed the very idea of control is viewed as masculine 
approach. 

[Note: Controlling the variables is a prerequisite for scientificity. 
Otherwise there could be many other causes for phenomena than the one 
assumed. Not controlling the variables means charlatanry, propagandistic 
humbug or esoteric crankery.] 

¢ The use of predetermined categories in quantitative research results in 
an emphasis on what is already known an consequently in ‘the silencing 
of women's own voices’ (Maynard 1998:18). 

[Note: Not only is the absurdity of feminist principles unsurpassable, 
but they are also based on the opposite of the facts. In fact, there is an 
empathy gap towards men, proven by modern evolutionary biology, because 
women are innately favoured in our perception, which, by the way, was and 
is an actual cause of feminism. Male losers have always been silenced, but 
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not women. Feminism has silenced men's voices for generations with 
systematic suppression of opinion, as I demonstrate in censorship chapters of 
all my books for the period from 1913 onwards. In contrast, early feminist 
voices have been published and preserved by men since antiquity and even in 
the Middle Ages. Conversely, feminists try to systematically prevent uncom- 
fortable books before they are published, or remove them from circulation if 
they could not be prevented. Today it has even become common to throw 
them out of libraries as ‘politically incorrect’, others have been boycotted or 
stolen from shops. Uncomfortable authors are morally finished off, see their 
careers and families endangered, which is reminiscent of the Sippenhaft of 
the Nazis. 

Now for the categories: If it is not clearly stated beforehand what is 
being studied, it is not research but agitation that invents categories that best 
fit their propaganda. Those who do not even know what they are investiga- 
ting can claim anything. Arbitrariness is invited when subjective minds 
subsequently invent or create categories.] 

¢ The criteria of valid knowledge associated with quantitative research 
also mean that women are to be researched in a value-neutral way, when in 
fact the goals of feminist research should be to conduct research specifically 
for women. 

[This is a commitment to unscience as a method. It is also extreme 
sexism according to the feminist definition of the term. Even if we reject the 
term because there are natural, demonstrable differences between the sexes, 
feminists contradict themselves. The fact that they explicitly demand research 
only for women (the privileged sex) already exposes feminism. Moreover, 
their rejection of sex-neutral research betrays their partisan unscientific- 
ness.] 

¢ It is sometimes suggested that the quest for universal laws is inconsi- 
stent with feminism's emphasis on the situated nature of social reality, which 
is seen as embedded in the various social identities (based on gender, 
ethnicity, sexual orientation, class, and so on) that are unique to individuals 
(Miner-Rubino et al. 2007).» (Alan Bryman, Social Research Methods, 
Oxford University Press, 5. Ausgabe) 


[The latter referred to the fad of denying universal laws, of considering 
everything to be individually and socially constructed, just as new genders 
are constantly being invented. ] 


Feminists demonstrate that they are not only unable or unwilling to use 
scientific methodology, but deliberately pervert it into its radical opposite. 
Therefore, feminists are a danger to science, scientific methodology, objecti- 
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vity and fact-based knowledge. Since they have infected a large part of the 
population with their collective hysteria, especially seducing whole generati- 
ons of women, feminism has experimentally proven and made clear the great 
dangers feminist emancipation brings: The whole system of science is in the 
process of being perverted into an irrational ideology. It is suicidal for a civi- 
lisation to go down this path. 


«Skeggs (2001: 429-30) argues that the political goals of feminist re- 
search led to a preference for qualitative research to ‘focus on women's expe- 
rience and to listen and explore the shared meanings between women with an 
aim to reformulate traditional research agendas’.» (Alan Bryman, a.a.O.) 


[Feminine sentiments and collective prejudice of feminist circles dis- 
placed scientific approaches. Since time immemorial, it has been male losers 
(with unrestricted sexual selection tending to 80 per cent of men) whose ex- 
perience of evolutionary mechanisms is consistently suppressed, further sup- 
pressed by feminism. Feminism does not liberate, but intensifies the oppres- 
sion and exclusion of those who were already oppressed and excluded 
before, enslaving the disadvantaged additionally. Feminism twists every cir- 
cumstance into its opposite. | 


For decades, feminists have been using statistics that they have falsified. 
As early as the 1970s, Esther Vilar noted that her opponent in the television 
debate, Alice Schwarzer, consistently used false figures of twisted statistics. 
It is beyond the scope of this book to address this special topic in detail. 


«To produce the pattern of systemic discrimination against men (even as a 
by-product) and to represent its underlying premise (...), ideological feminists 
have had to invent or refine several specifically legal strategies. One type of stra- 
tegy involves defining or redefining a problem so that it has ideological signifi- 
cance and political power... But some of them originated in the emotional confu- 
sion of heterosexual relations at a time of rapid change. To establish these legal 
changes as legitimate solutions to bona fide problems, feminists have exploited 
ambiguity in their definitions. 

Even when quantitative information is available, though, it can be manipu- 
lated. Some feminists have used aggregated statistics, for instance, which have 
skewed the results to support their claims. Others have fabricated statistics. 
Even academic feminists have indulged in statistics abuse by publishing false 
statistics in professional journals, often specialized ones that are accountable on- 
ly to feminist editorial boards. 


13 


Having defined or redefined problems ideologically, these feminists have 
had to get them onto the agendas of justices and legislators. This goal has always 
involved the mobilization of resentment.» (Paul Nathanson, Katherine Young, 
Legalizing Misandry: From Public Shame to Systemic Discrimination 
Against Men) 


Once put into the world, the false allegations stuck even after refutation. 


«But, as I have discovered over the years, among false statistics the hardest 
of all to slay are those promoted by feminist professors.’ (Christina Hoff Som- 
mers, Persistent Myths in Feminist Scholarship) 


Mit Falschbehauptungen und extrem schiefer Sicht wurde sodann Wut 
und Hysterie geschiirt; das Modell der WutbiirgerIn entstand. 


«False Statistics by Feminist Groups Lead to Hysteria, Misandry»* (Joe 
Manthey, 19.4.2012) 


Often only women are examined; in this way, it is systematically sup- 
pressed that men are usually affected just as much or more, which gives a 
fundamentally false picture. 

If feminists no longer succeed in removing the truth from their statistics, 
they remove the statistics. What contradicts their ideology is no longer to be 
published: 


«In Britain, the situation is similar: 

“Unfortunately, the numbers dry up once men stop being the bad guys.” 
(Thomas 1993, page 145). 

This goes beyond data being merely unavailable — statistics previously 
published are removed from the record! The Statistical Abstract of the United 
States, for example, used to publish a breakdown by sex of perpetrators of 
child abuse. Once men's rights advocates publicised this, however, a 
government bureaucrat decided the world didn't need to know that most 
perpetrators of child abuse are female. So 1992 was the last year they 
were published. (Statistical Abstract of the United States, 1992, Table No. 
301).» (Peter Zohrab, Sex, Lies & Feminism) 


3 http://www.catholiceducation.org/en/controversy/feminism/persistent-myths-in- 
feminist-scholarship.html 

4 — «» (https://patch.com/california/petaluma/false-statistics-by-women-s-groups- 
lead-to-hysteria-misandry) 
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In falsifying reality, feminists do not shy away from any sleight of hand. 
Since women's life expectancy is now on average a few years longer than 
men's, they (once again) abandon their principle of sex equality and arbitrari- 
ly, at their discretion, set a longer female life expectancy as a “target” in 
order to eliminate the real difference from the data. In other words, actual 
ages at the time of death are no longer compared, but ages with a sex-specific 
“target age of death” of their choice, which is lower for men. 


«First the UN Feminists did a statistical conjuring trick: They set an 
artificial maximum life-expectancy for women that was five years greater 
than men's, and an equally artificial minimum life-expectancy for women 
that was likewise five years greater than men's, then proceeded to “adjust” 
their raw data and make their calculations and rankings on that basis.» (Peter 
Zohrab, Sex, Lies & Feminism) 


When it came to campaigns against men, accusations by feminists were 
often based on “own observation” in their environment, in which strongly 
feminist indoctrinated persons testified in their favour. Although this was 
later refined at universities, the unobjectivity of their approach, their wrongly 
posed questions, restriction of the investigation to women and feminist views 
remained. 


«While the ‘fact’ and ,insider’ reports are dramatised, the ‘halved stati- 
stics’ method is scientifically cool.» (Esther Vilar, dtv Sammelband, S. 209, 
1970er) 


The methodological principles of feminist “research” guarantee the 
greatest possible subjectivity already during data collection. 


«Methodological principles ... 

Data collection and data analysis 

In order to capture the inherent logic of biographical construction pro- 
cesses as adequately as possible from the perspective of the constructo- 
resses and to minimise the problem of the reification of scientific interests at 
this point, biographical research prefers survey methods that leave the 
structuring of data production as much as possible to the interviewed 
subjects.» (Bettina Dausien, in: Handbook of Women's and Gender Studies: 
Theory, Methods, Empiricism, edited by Ruth Becker, Beate Kortendiek, 3rd 
ed. 2010, VS Verlag Springer Fachmedien.) 
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Only trust statistics that you have falsified yourself! Feminist 
methodology guarantees twisted terminology, skewed and _ one-sided 
approaches and questions, data already falsified by the choice of topics and, 
once again, the “research objects” involved. 


The methodological writings cited here may not be approved of by all; 
but even those feminists who find such methods wrong use views, concepts, 
methodology, questions, the results of surveys, campaigns, laws, etc., which 
were arrived at by such one-sided means. 


What is grotesque about this is that such unscientific activities were 
carried out at the expense of the state and taxpayers, and that ideologues 
were massively promoted in science, government and the judiciary. No one 
had the idea of classifying an inclination towards ideology and unscientific 
subjectivity as disqualifying. State and society reacted as wrongly as pos- 
sible. The war against men was predominantly paid for by men. 


«4. Participation in struggles and actions and the integration of re- 
search into these struggles further means that changing the status quo is 
seen as the starting point of scientific knowledge. The motto for this 
approach could be: “To know a thing, you have to change it.” “If you want to 
know the taste of a pear, you must change it, that is, chew it in your mouth.” 
(Mao Tse-Tung 1968, p. 353)» (contributions to feminist theory and 
practice, 11, 1984, p. 14) 


Very revealing approach.* Their own effects mix uncontrollably with the 
object of agitation. Science is thus reduced to absurdity. Maoism has long 
disappeared, but much more radical overthrow of human nature by feminism 
still shapes us today, prescribes behaviour, basic principles of thought and 
life, is even still expanding its massive encroachment on human nature and 
destroying the remnants of millennia-old culture. 


Cultural revolution calls and pays for itself as science. Demagogy and 
propaganda seized power in the scientific apparatus; all knowledge has be- 
come ideological, with the aim of manipulating, if possible even instigating, 
the object of study and selling its involvement in radical agitation as ‘know- 
ledge’. They are not investigating reality, but their own manipulation. This 
rebuttal remained unpublished for two decades and was ironclad in the me- 


5 Das ist etwa so, wie die Zahl lebender Wildtiere zu ermitteln, indem Tiere ge- 
schlachtet und filetiert werden. 
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dia, while feminist ‘science’ spewed out state-sponsored ideology on a daily 
basis, indoctrinated en masse, and massively favoured ideologues made 
careers burying objectivity — this contrast sheds an illuminating light on the 
conditions. 


«5. It follows from the foregoing that the choice of the object of 
research ... will depend on the general aims and the strategic and tactical 
requirements of the social movement» (contributions to feminist theory 
and practice, 11, 1984, p. 14) 


Ideology and gender struggle are evident in the very approach and pre- 
mises. The one-sided choice of topic is already agitation; the formulation of 
the object of research is yet a falsification of reality by fading out all factors 
that refute their assumptions, all points of view that could show men as the 
main victims, victims or oppressed, all questions that run counter to their 
propaganda. Moreover, they tear apart contexts. They cannot see the connec- 
tions between the sexes that they hate, such as cultural complementarity and 
its significance for human life, for the formation of feelings and responsibili- 
ty between the sexes. With their ideological questions, they have infected the 
whole of science, politics, justice, media, art and society, turned them into a 
disfunctional distortion of themselves, ridiculed the basic values of civilisati- 
on and themselves. 


«6. The research process becomes a process of becoming aware, 
both for the previous research ‘subjects’ and for the previous research 
‘objects’.... The decisive aspect of this method is that the concrete re- 
search ... not only by scientific experts, but by the participants them- 
selves.» (contributions to feminist theory and practice, 11, 1984, p. 15) 


What sets the tone in the state, the media and at universities today stems 
from tendency science, which is based on false assumptions and twisted 
premises. None of it should ever have been taken seriously. 


«Christa Miiller 

Partiality and Concern: Women's Studies as Political Practice ... 

7. Places for the development of a feminist social theory are not the 
research institutes, but the actions and struggles of the movement as well 
as the theoretical debate about its goals and strategies. (cf. Mies 1978)» 
(Handbook of Women's and Gender Studies: Theory, Methods and Empiri- 
cism, edited by Ruth Becker, Beate Kortendiek, VS Verlag Springer Fach- 
medien, 3. ed. 2010) 
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Such an extreme perversion of research into ideological struggle has not 
been seen in other ideologies.° 


Subjective invention and female feminist empathy were and are syste- 
matic method, according to basic feminist writings describing their postula- 
tes, methodology and theory. 


«Methodological principles 

... in the feminist understanding of research as a search process in 
which gender research designs and “invents” its object in mutual 
reference to theory and empiricism (cf. Becker-Schmidt 1987: 14) or in other 
varieties of constructivist social research (e.g. Knorr-Cetina 1989, Sutter 
1997).» (Handbook of Women's and Gender Studies: Theory, Methods and 
Empiricism, edited by Ruth Becker, Beate Kortendiek, VS Verlag Springer 
Fachmedien, 3. ed. 2010) 


They deliberately invent issues, whereas real issues and real problems, 
such as male burdens and male losers, are indignantly systematically preven- 
ted and thus suppressed. Problems have also been deliberately systematically 
created: 


«But this corresponds exactly to the principle of linking action and 
research. 1. A problem must be created. (“In order to recognise a thing, one 
must change it”.)» (contributions to feminist theory and practice: women's 
studies or feminist research? 11, Social Science Research and Practice for 
Women, 1983, page 17) 


Feminist-female subjectivity, moods, hysteria, and not only unobjective 
methods, but strategically falsifying and anti-scientific methodology, have 
eaten away at once objective science like a virus or cancer and destroyed its 
core values. So have politics, legislation, law, education, training, media, re- 
porting, entertainment, the public, and society as a whole. 


The feminist principles presented here formed the basis for the emer- 
gence of feminist perspectives, their questions, choice of topics, approach, 
outlook. Once they were embedded like a virus everywhere in the academic 
world, they continue to be reproduced and to have an effect, perhaps even 


6 Die Beftirchtungen von Kritikern friiherer feministischer Wellen sind bei wei- 
tem tibertroffen worden. Waren sie noch am Leben, miiBte sie das Grausen 
packen, nicht entschlossener widerstanden zu haben. 
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with increasing force, even if these principles are no longer shared by future 
feminists or academics. They are institutionalised, thus invisible, working in 
terms and ways of thinking that gave rise to feminist waves. 


The very terms, questions and underlying views are wrong, but as a ha- 
bit that has become self-evident, those affected by them are often no longer 
consciously aware of them, let alone question or overcome them. What did 
not exist before, was an irrational and false conspiracy theory (“patriarchal 
system” or “patriarchal science”) is now demonstrable fact in the form of a 
radical feminist social system and feminist pseudoscience that permeates all 
human-related subjects. 


The consequences spread throughout society. 


«Tricks in the discussion 

- Making excessive demands: Demanding something you don't actual- 
ly want.... 

- Presenting opinions as facts. (“After all, it is a fact that car dealers 
cannot be trusted.’’) 

- Shaking one's head dismissively, pulling a face as if what is being 
put forward is highly ridiculous.» (De Groot, Ter Veld, 1985, Courage for 
Strategy, p. 83, Publisher Women's offensive) 


Brainwashing instead of education from kindergarten to university 
graduation, research with an ideological approach right down to the research 
question, which was so biased that feminist prejudices could only be 
confirmed. Unscientific subjective methodology, state and legally prescribed 
ideology, tendentious funding, tendentious approval of research projects. A 
climate in which “politically incorrect” opinions, topics or working methods 
would have cost the researchers, teachers or professors concerned their 
professional future and livelihood, so that hardly anyone dared to investigate 
important topics and questions without feminist ideology. 
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Objective research in the human field collapsed. Basic principles of sci- 
ence and the rule of law were blatantly twisted as never before by any ideolo- 
gy. Instead of scientific facts, the scientific enterprise produces ideological 
viruses: feminist tendency. The immune system has collapsed, also infected 
by the feminist virus. The state is promoting precisely those forces into the 
terminally ill system that have created and continue to install the destructive 
virus, disqualifying themselves through subjective, emotional partisanship 
based on hysterical ideology run amok. An analysis of politics reveals the 
same, where subjectivist and equalising principles have been similarly 
anchored. Exactly those forces are being promoted by the state that are 
carrying out this destructive work. 


«lf scientific knowledge ... can be interpreted against the grain, then 
science must strive in the interest of women to make the findings acces- 
sible to women in a “monopolised” way, so to speak» (Renate Schwab and 
9 others, Between Autonomy and Appropriation: Women's Studies and 
Feminist Science ..., 1990, p. 57) 
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Explosive knowledge of anti-male activists is hidden from men. Such 
ideological secret science could justifiably be called a “feminist conspiracy”, 
which does exist, whereas ‘structural patriarchy’ is a false feminist conspira- 
cy theory. In contrast, classical science had value neutrality as a basic prin- 
ciple, which feminist theory explicitly renounced. Feminists spoke of “value- 
free”, “objective”’ and “consistent ... universal male science’’*® and created 
the opposite. 


«Susanne Dermutz 

Science in the interest of women ... 

4. It is necessary to develop different strategies so that science ... does 
not turn out to be a boomerang ... to make findings accessible to women in 
a “monopolised” way, so to speak, and to translate research results into 
practical action with women. This requires the enforcement and recognition 
of other forms of publication and utilisation of scientific knowledge and not 
least the intensive cooperation of feminists and between different instituti- 
ons.» (Renate Schwab and 9 others, Between Autonomy and Appropriation: 
Women's Studies and Feminist Science ..., 1990, p. 129) 


Secret commandos who work mentally underground to the strict 
exclusion of men and the public, but use their results with their networks for 
sex warfare in practical actions — and all this even at the expense of the state 
and many male taxpayers!” 


Due to the secrecy of feminist ‘research’, this book can only document 
the visible tip of an iceberg. The ‘results’ that have been kept secret could be 


7 «Methodological postulates 
1. The postulate of value freedom, neutrality and indifference towards the 
objects of research — hitherto the most important yardstick for objectivity — is 
replaced by conscious partiality» (contributions to feminist theory and 
practice, 11, 1984, p. 12) 

8 «a compulsion to consistency, as in — cosmopolitan male universal — science, 
does not exist.... (cf. Smaus 1989).» (Marlis Kriiger {ed}, What does feminist 
actually mean here?, 1993, p. 281) 

9 I pointed this out in the 1990s in the two-volume work “Les Deux Sexes - The 
Two Sexes”, which unfortunately was not published. For decades, it was not 
even possible to bring the facts out into the open about how we are lied to and 
deceived by feminism. In the meantime, this ideology has indoctrinated us all 
and raised manipulated generations who no longer know natural conditions and 
culture, with their twisted, ideologised view, can hardly see the problem fully. 
We have no concept of how much better the world would look today without 
such one-sidedness. 
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even worse. In my book “Culture And The Sexes”, I described the findings 
of a hacker called “Agent Orange” who infiltrated a radical feminist secret 
group that secretly and excluding men debated the possibilities of androcide, 
the eradication of men. 


«Secrecy in Gender Studies 

Hadmut Danisch, 1.10.2015 ... 

I have often written about the absurd secrecy of gender studies. In the 
USA, they sometimes have to guard the teaching materials during breaks and 
are only allowed to carry them around outside in brown paper bags so that 
men don't see them... And now a reader points me to this video of a student 
from LA who is surprised that the first duty imposed on her is the iron vow 
of silence:»'? (Hadmut Danisch) 


While they hide their own teachings, activities and ‘results’ on which 
campaigns are based from the public and especially men, so that no one even 
knows what is really being played, critique of feminism has been suppressed 
for decades so that it could not reach the public in time. 


«This censorship is measurable and verifiable. The specific mechanism by 
which it happens is the tendency for women as a group to suppress any opinion 
that isn't biased towards women, in contrast with the equally measurable and veri- 
fiable tendency for men not to support another man unless they specifically agree 
with the man's opinion. 

GirlWritesWhat explains at 20:35 in her video entitled “How feminism conned 
society, and other not-so-tall tales” 

A 2004 study of gender differences in automatic in-group biases found that 
men lack a mechanism that bolsters automatic own-group preference. Only women 
showed this bias in all four experiments, and in 3 of them all subjects, male and 
female, showed a strong bias towards women. ... “which is horrifying to me be- 
cause it means women in power will act strongly in the interests of women, 
whereas men in power exhibit no own-group preference at all but will act more 
often than not in the interests of women as well.”»'! 


10 (http://www.danisch.de/blog/2015/10/01/geheimhaltung-in-gender-studies/) 
I do not use the encrypted .PDF mentioned in the cited article as an argument; in 
that case there may be other explanations (e.g. legal), which does nothing to 
reduce the real problem of feminist activities excluding men while keeping them 
secret from men. 

11 www.the-spearhead.com/2012/11/21/feminist-censorship/, derzeit: 
http://lunaticoutpost.com/showthread.php?tid=246857 
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The study shows that male participants either preferred women or 
showed no preference, while women massively preferred other women. The 
phenomenon has been observed many times before. 


Furthermore, experiments have shown that men feel comfortable when 
they can freely express their opinions, but women tend to feel uncomfortable 
when opinions are expressed that they do not approve of, especially by men. 
(see above) Forums on the internet as well as feminism massively confirm 
the above study. 


In addition, there is a quite effective inhibition in men to use their 
strength against women. Women, on the other hand, have no such inhibition 
to use their strength against men. 

Feminine and childlike traits, characteristics and their high voices have 
a soothing effect on angry men. Conversely, masculine traits such as low 
voices tend to further enrage angry women. 


According to new findings in evolutionary biology, men lose their stan- 
ding (in the male hierarchy) when they compete with or turn against women, 
as well as when they do not behave in a cavalier manner. Therefore, men 
instinctively avoid such behaviour. This is not true for women in relation to 
men. 


«All this brings the MRM to a devastating impasse. Newspapers and 
magazines know women will have deep objections to any article that doesn't 
blatantly favor women, many women going so far as calling efforts to ad- 
dress the increasingly poor educational success of boys or efforts to address 
the cruel imbalance against men in family court as “woman hating”. Media 
outlets know as a result that women will effectively boycott any newspaper 
or magazine which prints articles championing men's rights, particularly if 
that article is written by a man. No sensible media company executive 
would print the truth under these circumstances, especially given that 
women control most of any household's spending on the products that busi- 
nesses pay the newspaper money to advertise. 

Since as a consequence men generally can't be paid for writing on 
men's rights the way women are paid for writing about feminism, this 
censorship also has a incalculably huge impact on any discussion that im- 
pacts public policy.»’* (Ethical, 21.11.2012) 


12 www.the-spearhead.com/2012/11/21/feminist-censorship/, 
https://lunaticoutpost.com/showthread.php?tid=246857 
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While men by nature usually prefer women in debates and decisions, or 
are impartial, according to the above studies (among others) there is a clear 
and systematic preference for women among women, whereas unfortunately 
no impartial attitude could be found. This goes so far that not only one-sided, 
biased decisions are made, but massive censorship and oppression of dissen- 
ters, even the manipulation of entire societies and generations from early 
childhood, is created. 


A strong also mental bite inhibition in men prevents them from critici- 
sing women, feminism, the women's movement, from opposing their deter- 
mination, no matter how vital and central their own interests may be. Even at 
the moment of danger and threat from feminist ideology, this reflexive men- 
tal inhibition works reliably, as several feminist waves have shown, the most 
blatant being the current one. 


For women it is the other way round, which is impressively demonstra- 
ted by all the feminist waves as a collective pattern that can be triggered by 
emotional and irrational incitement. There seems to be a mass-psy chological- 
ly activatable drive in women when they target men that is the opposite of 
male biting inhibition. A biological background could be to protect themsel- 
ves and children from men behaving in a hostile manner, to collectively 
chase them away, like a flock of ravens that hostilely attacks whoever is 
holding something black in their hand, which is instinctively interpreted as 
an injured conspecific. By being met with hostility, men were placed in the 
role of such an enemy to be shooed away. Be that as it may — not only in 
flirting do feelings count for women instead of logic, which is more of an 
obstacle and triggers rejection as a bore. All feminist waves abused such 
tendencies towards emotionalism, self-centred navel-gazing, wallowing in 
perceived disadvantage and victimhood. As privileged women, they felt 
disadvantaged. Facts of the world and human nature could not change their 
emotional convictions. Political hysteria arose; they believed they were 
standing up for (ever-changing) super-urgent important goals (with a new 
agenda being invented and launched big time every few years), which 
explains collective belligerence and ideological obsession, even when all the 
facts are against it, which are blanked out. For generations now they have 
been bashing (indigenous) men and masculinity, which is part of their 
worldview and life lie, the opposite of male inhibition to criticise feminism 
or women. 
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If there are no cultural structures to give people orientation, there is 
always the danger that such mass psychological aberrations can be triggered 
again at any time due to subjective misperception’ and eliminate the founda- 
tions of civilisation, science and culture. 


Such facts of life should have been known before feminist waves over- 
ran us. May future, less indoctrinated generations be able to draw logical 
conclusions from the facts, which it would be all too “politically incorrect” 
and therefore detrimental to mention at present. 


How a balance was and is possible under these circumstances, why it is 
impossible in a feminist society, can only be understood through value-neut- 
ral, abstract logic. Contemporaries who approach the subject emotionally or 
with personal concern will fail, as will anyone who does not detach themsel- 
ves from feminist concepts, themes and views. 


In addition to deliberate displacement of objective scientific metho dolo- 
gy by manipulative feminist ideological methods, of facts by propaganda, 
feminist struggle against truth and science took on yet another quite banal 
meaning: 


«Feminist PhD Candidate: Science Is Sexist Because It's Not Subjecti- 
ve 

Women and minorities cannot understand logic or objective truths, says 
a graduate student in her dissertation, so science classes should stop using 
the scientific method.»'* (The Federalist) 


Objective methods are more demanding and laborious. Those who even 
want to erase all statistical differences abuse state power to massively pro- 
mote incompetents. Quality claims interfere with this. Anyone who writes 
such things does not have a university entrance qualification and should 
never have been enrolled at a university. Even worse: Feminist women mas- 
sively abuse their power, which should never be in the hands of those who 
abuse it. 


13. See “The Oppression of Men”, “Settling the Score with Feminism” and 
“Culture and The Sexes” 

14 http://thefederalist.com/2016/09/29/feminist-phd-candidate-science-sexist-not- 
subjective/ 
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«The other function: strategic thinking, correction of actions that do 
not correspond to the ideology» (Courage for Strategy, 1986, Publisher 


Women's Offensive, p. 203) 


The goal is the deepest indoctrination of entire generations that has ever 


existed: 


«To sway is the key word when carrying out an action» (Courage for 


Strategy, 1986, Publisher Women's Offensive, p. 106) 


Appeasement by giving in is no match for strategic manipulation by 
radical ideology; on the contrary, it means massive promotion. 


Kelly Oliver in Vol. 3, No. 3, French 
Feminist Philosophy (Winter, 1989), tionary, 


pp. 137-148 (12 pages) 


| propose, that in order to be 
revolutionary, feminist theory 
cannot claim to describe what 
exists, or, "natural facts". Rather, 
feminist theories should be 
political tools, strategies for 
overcoming oppression in 
specific concrete situation. The 
goal, then, of feminist theory, 
should be to develop strategic 
theories— not true theories, not 
false theories, but strategic 
theories. 


«I propose, that 
in order to be revolu- 
feminist 
theory cannot claim 
to describe what 
exists, or, “natural 
facts”. Rather, femi- 
nist theories should 
be political tools, 
strategies for over- 
coming oppression in 
specific concrete 
situation. The goal, 
then, of feminist 
theory, should be to 
develop strategic 
theories — not true 
theories, not false 
theories, but strategic 
theories.» (Kelly 
Oliver, 1989, Vol. 3, 
No. 3, French 
Feminist Philosophy, 
pp. 137-148) 
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Incomprehensible was then and is in retrospect now why radical, angry 
and hysterically acting feminists were able to assert themselves in 1968, just 
like other similar waves before and after them. Although the fundamentals 
and foundations of academia were destroyed, there was no resistance — they 
were allowed to have their way. Today, all universities, state organisations 
and the media have been overrun and are spreading the mindset of a cultural 
revolutionary dictatorship of attitudes. Nothing has changed, except that 
almost everyone, men and women alike, have let themselves be converted, 
because no career will be made by anyone who contradicts feminist attitudes. 
Only very occasionally do a few upright people try to point out that unscien- 
tific humbug is being practised. 


«Gender dogma contradicts human nature 

Gender research is an anti-biological pseudoscience. Even more: it is 
political propaganda. It is important that we consider and accept alternatives 
to the “man-woman-child” family. Gender advocates, however, falsely ele- 
vate it to an ideal. 

... the successful survival unit in evolution has always been a male- 
female human collective organised on the basis of division of labour, i.e. a 
nuclear family with a circle of relatives. The destruction of the “survival unit 
family” envisaged in the name of the moneyist gender misguided doctrine 
must be assessed as a destructive-pathological contemporary phenomenon — 
in a materially oversaturated, dying German society.»'’’ (Tagesspiegel, Ulrich 
Kutschera, 29 May 2017) 


Criticism that appears in media must always accommodate the official 
ideology, as in “It is important that we look at and accept alternatives to the 
‘man-woman-child’ family.” There is unanimous agreement when propagan- 
distic phrases are used that talk of equality but in fact achieve extreme discri- 
mination against men and such an imbalance that many men fall off the 
wheel of life and procreation, serving only as useful workhorses and forced 
financiers of a utopia hostile to them. Only a few realise that the complemen- 
tation between men and women is by no means only “successful”, but neces- 
sary for a balance of the sexes, the maturation of responsible feelings and 
character traits, of empathy for men and female capacity for love towards the 
male sex. 


15 https://causa.tagesspiegel.de/gesellschaft/welchen-stellenwert-soll-die- 
geschlechterforschung-haben/gender-dogmatik-widerspricht-der-natur- 
des-menschen.html 
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Precise Screening of Oppression Hypotheses 


Let us examine the living conditions of women and men since prehistoric 


times on the basis of exact figures accessible for the first time and conclude 
from the facts which gender was oppressed and which preferred. In this way, 
we replace subjective, emotional myths with verifiable facts. 


As shown in “The Oppression of Men’, the one-sided burden of sexual 
selection by which women reject many men and thus exclude them from re- 
production has strong consequences also for the perception of gender, which 
is already innately skewed, favouring women and disadvantaging a majority 
of men, pushing them to the status of losers, excluding them from compassi- 
on. The result is cruel treatment by society for a majority of men. As Martin 
van Creveld demonstrated in his work “The Privileged Sex”, in all civilisati- 
ons and times from which we have written records, women have been privi- 
leged in society. This is a consequence of the already innately skewed per- 
ception. Moreover, according to ethnologist Unwin, such female privilege 
increases from generation to generation until the civilisation perishes, repla- 
ced by an alien, unspoilt one. This, too, is caused by female choice through 
sexual selection and the skewed perception innate to protect it: no improve- 
ment for women at the expense of burdened men ever seems sufficient, so 
that the spiral of female privileged treatment turns faster and faster, until the 
downfall of civilisation, if not also its supporting peoples. Another conse- 
quence is that men are burdened with duties that seem so self-evident to us 
that we take no offence at all, no matter how much we talk about ‘equality’. 
(if a man dares to criticise this, he is pelted with malice and silenced, as my 
collection of vicious low blows by respected publishers over the decades 
testifies. A veritable hunt of scorn ensues for the disturber who writes an 
uncomfortable truth that is humanity's strongest taboo). 


Like other additional burdens on men, through specific duties such as 
maintenance for family, children, or even divorcees, compulsory military ser- 
vice, harsher treatment in everyday life, legislation, justice, and so on, the 
burden of further decreasing reproductive chances from a low level also in- 
creases when the social scales of the sexes (already tilted in favour of privi- 
leged women at all times) are disturbed and tipped even further out of ba- 
lance towards favouring women and burdening men than already in all cultu- 
res and times. 


The problem of a stable equilibrium should not be dismissed as insigni- 
ficant or secondary; on the contrary, no society or civilisation can exist with- 
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out such equilibrium; as soon as it is removed, the whole society tilts away 
and free-falls into the abyss because more and more men are given a loser 
status, which triggers even worse and more unjust perceptions of men that 
further accelerate the tilting — a vicious circle. This is exactly what is hap pe- 
ning now because of feminism. What occurred in the last generations was 
therefore not a small mistake, not a venial injustice, but a cardinal error that 
can lead to the downfall of freedom, of all Western values in their unbent 
state, indeed, the downfall of Western civilisation. Feminist waves, in collec- 
tive delusion, have shattered everything with the help of which an equilibri- 
um more or less existed for millenia; The scales have never tipped to the 
disadvantage of women due to biological facts [see “Culture And The Sexes” 
and “The Oppression of Men”’], but they can tip to the detriment of of men, 
also due to biological facts, as perhaps happened once before 10.000 to 8000 
years ago when, according to new genetic findings, there was only one man 
who could reproduce for every 17 women who reproduced. 


«Whereas otherwise in early times there were about 4 or 5 women for 
every man,» (see below) who could reproduce... 


This is a severe discrimination of men, which has something to do with 
female biological dominance and sexual selection, see “The Oppression of 
Men”. From this already grossly unequal condition to the detriment of men, 
the scales tipped again. 


«around 8000 years ago, there was a period when for every man who 
successfully brought offspring into the world, there were an incredible 17 
women who had children.»'° 


To call people “privileged” or even “powerful” who cannot even repro- 
duce in such a broad majority would be nonsensical. Even strong social dif- 
ferences do not cause such a disproportion. Poor people all over the world re- 
produced in historically documented epochs, often even numerically more 
successfully than rich people. Today, the birth rate of the rich and educated is 
below average; even the proletariat of ancient Rome had the reputation of 
being poor but having many children. 


16 (https://jungsundmaedchen. word- 
press.com/2015/03/29/fortpflanzungsverhaltnis-117/#comment-1436) 
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According to feminist interpretations of history, there was a “sinister 
seizure of power” by one sex and thus the “subjugation” of the other in early 
history, a feminist-perceived five to fifteen thousand years ago. 


Logically, there are two possibilities. 


Firstly, the claim proves to be a baseless figment of feminist imaginati- 
on, as it has so many times before. Case closed. Men, of course, would be 
consistently more burdened and disadvantaged by sexual discrimination. 


Secondly, if there is evidence for such an assumption, then we investi- 
gate who would have oppressed whom. 


In the period between 5000 and 10,000 years B.C., the way of life of 
humans as wandering hunter-gatherers, which has been documented over 
millions of years, was displaced by increasing sedentarism and the Neolithic 
agricultural revolution. 


A glaring imbalance of | man to 17 women at procreation reminds of 
today's radical feminist utopias, the plans of some feminists, and shows 
which side is really endangered, in need of support and strengthening - the 
man. His strength gives security and balance, to the whole community as 
well as to himself and the group of men. Weakness of men is dangerous for 
everyone, himself and the community. A society of weak men is inwardly out 
of balance and more easily exposed to dangers from outside. 


The balance of the sexes is endangered or knocked out just the other 
way round, as feminist waves claim, and not only today, but also in large 
periods of time. 


What caused the brief collapse of male reproductive opportunities 
between 10,000 and 8,000 years ago is unclear, but a connection with the 
agricultural revolution would be possible; perhaps women have already 
collectively tried to tip the balance in a way that is dangerous for the whole 
species, as feminist waves have been doing for 150 years. 


At the beginning of the agricultural revolution, the then traditional 
activity of men — hunting — apparently lost much of its importance for the 
diet, which was switched to cereal products such as bread. This meant that 
the men's previous exchange gift — the meat of hunted animals — largely dis- 
appeared or lost its former significance. With agriculture and animal husban- 
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dry, fifty times as many people could be fed on the same area as with hunting 
— but agriculture seems to have emerged from the once predominantly female 
role of gathering and harvesting, which is also indicated by the usually 
female harvest goddesses. The loss of importance of hunting was therefore 
drastic, whereas agriculture, which emerged from gathering and harvesting, 
gained enormous importance. It seems plausible that this created turmoil in 
the cultural exchange system of the sexes, or that it may have almost collap- 
sed before men found their new role and exchange in agriculture. In the short 
term, there may have been a similar structural “redundancy” of the male 
group in the transition as feminist ideology has enforced today. 


Therefore, to some extent, there may have been similar problems as 
now during the technological revolution, and women, whose tasks and 
exchanges included gathered and harvested plants since time immemorial, 
which became enormously important through the agricultural revolution of 
that time, may have been given so much dominance for a short time that they 
tipped the whole social system out of balance and to the brink of collapse in 
a similar way to feminist waves of modernity, bowling men out, so to speak, 
which would explain their low chances of procreating.'” 


Mind you, such danger does not come from men, who make the balance 
possible and strengthen it because women are the biologically dominant sex. 
Feminism has interpreted everything the wrong way round — with fatal con- 
sequences. 


The number of individuals who were able to reproduce is quite different 
for the two sexes. The number of individuals who were able to reproduce is 
quite different for the two sexes. Even outside the collapse, according to 
DNA analysis, the number of females who managed to reproduce was several 
times as high (4:1 to 5:1) as the number of males who were able to 


17. The discovery of fatherhood could also fall into that phase. As usual, it is the 
other way round as feminists claim: the discovery of fatherhood, what they call 
“the origin of ‘patriarchy’”, was in this speculative scenario, but held by quite a 
few feminists, the rescue of the human species from a proto-feminist striving for 
dominance by women 10.000 to 8000 years ago, who tried to push men out of 
life after the millions of years old female economic form of crop harvesting was 
sufficient for survival due to the new cereal plants, men and their hunting 
suddenly “were no longer necessary for survival”. Early man may not yet have 
known about fertilisation and fatherhood. Therefore, the displacement of man 
could take on terrible proportions after his role and power — which is only a 
counterbalance to the biological power of woman — had collapsed. 
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reproduce. This is a blatant discrimination against men that has something to 
do with female biological dominance. Even monogamy has not been able to 
equalise the ratio — genetic studies are the most precise measuring tool we 
have. 


4 Genome Research 
www.genome.org 
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Should other, currently unknown factors have been the cause of the ca- 
tastrophically poor reproductive chances of men 10,000 to 8,000 years ago, 
the fact remains: whether the reason was instead an external catastrophe, 
such as a natural disaster, or whatever else may have been going on, it is 
clear that the victims were almost exclusively men, and women were enor- 
mously privileged. 


In any case, the opposite of feminist insinuations and assumptions is 
true. Crass disadvantages for men existed from early times until today, just as 
crass privileged treatment for women. 


This seems to be — under the questionable feminist assumption — the most 
obvious explanation for the catastrophically poor male reproductive chances 
8000 years ago. So-called (falsely assumed) “patriarchy” was thus salvation of 
the human species, from the total biological and social dominance of women who 
tried to sideline men, and for the balance between the sexes. Feminism and 
female power even outside the already biologically given dominance, on the 
other hand, tip the balance. This interpretation is based on feminist speculations 
about the early times before the emergence of today's social forms. If this 
speculation is wrong, it is immaterial for our argumentation; however, the 
feminist view would collapse. Should this interpretation be correct, however, it 
should open our eyes to what feminist waves actually operate and are, and how 
sex conflicts are to be interpreted even in prehistoric times. As always, feminism 
has it exactly backwards. Otherwise, the fact remains that there were constantly 
several times as many reproducing women as men in early times. 
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Those who believe that our civilisation is a place of freedom are 
mistaken, because oppression, ostracism, self-censorship and censorship of 
undesirable facts and opinions have already become more widespread than in 
classical dictatorships. When even an internet forum that is considered 
‘critical’ writes: 


«Culture must die for civilisation to prevail.»'* (Cicero.de) 


then they do not know what they are doing and writing. Because a 
feminist civilisation has made free and natural life impossible worldwide. 


18 (http:/Awww.cicero.de/salon/von-wohlstand-und-verunsicherung-die-kultur- 
muss-sterben-damit-wir-freiheitlich-leben-koennen) 
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Retrospect 


Science emerged from painstaking work over centuries, if not millennia, 


based on objective, factual, open and searching research for truth. Many ge- 
nerations of men worked in science to acquire the necessary prestige, finan- 
cial and material means in a tough struggle for facts, to have enough worth, 
to find a girl, to be able to raise a family, and afterwards, to fulfil their aspira- 
tions. It was hard work in competition to work out what young women get 
without any intervention, simply because they are women and fertile. The 
competition intensified, the demands on men continued to rise as women had 
the exchange gifts of men to themselves, the exchange collapsed as many 
men were unable to contribute anything that women did not already have 
themselves, the bar for convincing male work and position rose to a level 
unattainable for many. That is the subject of other books. 


The starting point of feminist waves was subjective perception and 
emotion, the subjective feeling of being disadvantaged, treated unfairly and 
oppressed. From this, the basic assumption of female disadvantage and op- 
pression in the society of the respective epoch developed. Objectively, it was 
never checked whether the subjective impression corresponded to the facts, 
or the assertion derived from this emotional perception. That was a basic 
error and is systematic, applies equally to all feminist waves, no matter what 
they were about. And therein already lies a serious cardinal error. 


At most, it was “examined” whether women's behaviour corresponded 
to feminist utopia, which in its basic features is contrary to nature, destructi- 
ve of culture and hostile to men, making men structurally superfluous. Devi- 
ati-ons from their disastrously misguided utopia were then presented as 
“proof” of “oppression”, thereby systematically exploiting innate female pre- 
ference in human perception. 


In every era, feminist claims were first perceived as shrill, radical 
nonsense. This was not because “male oppressors” were afraid for “their 
power’, as feminists in their ideological delusion believed, but because such 
perceptions were realistic and accurate in the context of the culture of the 
time. 


As can be proven today, there was no oppression of women, they were 
at all times especially privileged and men particularly burdened with duties, 
much male, including male sexuality, criminalised to a much higher degree - 
which is a very concrete oppression - than female. The image of monogamy 
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and family mainly benefits women and mothers who are supported, especial- 
ly during pregnancy and child rearing, but burdens and duties are imposed on 
men. Since the male reproductive rate is restricted by marriage, but not the 
female, the institution contradicts the biologically male reproductive strategy 
much more than the biologically female one, and male freedom was more re- 
stricted by obligation to maintenance, care and military service. 


Men could not escape these duties; women either did not have them at 
all, or only in exceptional cases. Even today, women are free to choose what 
is obligatory for men or required due to the pressure of sexual and social 
selection. Therefore, women had much more time to enjoy the arts, from 
novels to coffee parties and salon conversations to socialising or artistic 
hobbies, than men, who worked hard for their (women's and family's) 
prosperity. Still today, the self-publishing market is said to be flooded with 
many books written by housewives — which, by the way, was written to me 
by a woman who describes herself as “self- evidently feminist”. 


The “oppression of women” was imaginary, because demonstrably 
much greater pressure and coercion weighed on men. The preferential per- 
ception of women, disadvantageous perception and specific burden on men, 
right into the definition of what is considered a crime, is proven today. The 
more masculine an activity is, the more constraints and pressures there are to 
do it if that activity is useful, or the more harshly it is criminalised if it ap- 
pears harmful to society or the powerful. Conversely, what is considered fe- 
minine is decriminalised, viewed more positively, excused more easily, or 
perceived as good, praised, sung about by art, media and people. Innately 
skewed perception is very powerful and massively repressed from conscious- 
ness; therefore, biologically dominant women appear to us as worthy of pro- 
tection and weak, from which feminism formed victim status. 


With every feminist wave, the new claims of feminists appeared — 
rightly — at first as nonsensical, radical, hateful or misguided, fundamentally 
wrong, if not absurd. In the respective society, with the still existing cultural 
remnants in the sense of complementary, mutual tasks of the sexes that con- 
nect, awaken and mature feelings, turn egocentric impulses into mature ones 
that are meant for other people and the opposite sex, the destructive potential 
of such feminist claims was always enormous. 


Each time, contemporaries or new generations quickly become accus- 
tomed to the loss of culture, references, responsibility and reliable feeling, 
whereby the sense of the damaging effect of past feminist waves is quickly 
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lost and replaced by a dogged defence of supposedly “self-evident basic va- 
lues”, which the destruction of yesteryear becomes in retrospect. 


Stronger than the rejection of shrill, culture-destroying distortion and 
slander, however, was the innate female-favouring perception in every femi- 
nist wave, reinforced by cavalier attitudes and a basic anti-male trait of Wes- 
tern modernity, or even Western civilisation.'? Feminists succeeded in fuel- 
ling and instrumentalising such strong latent female-privileging and sublimi- 
nal contempt for men, and launched campaigns full of resentment, subjectivi- 
ty, emotion and false assertions. The more emotionalised the debate, the 
more resentment and emotion took hold, and the more untouchable their false 
claims became. Dissenters were silenced very quickly in each case. (see 
chapter on censorship in all volumes of this book series). 


Contemporaries never succeeded in resisting the wave of feminist rage 
and self-righteous fury with sufficiently powerful arguments. This was due to 
several reasons, above all the unconsciousness of skewed perceptions of the 
sexes, the innate cavalier instinct of men, and the state of science. Although 
evolution had been known since 1871, and with it female dominance through 
sexual selection, this was only theoretical; inwardly, emotionally, evolution, 
and even more so female sexual selection, was rejected. This fact virtually 
wounded men's pride, their self-confidence, which was already wounded by 
spiteful and unfounded feminist attacks. Therefore, they instinctively needed 
a prop for their self-confidence rather than yet another prank. So it escaped 
them that the biological facts were precisely the necessary argument against 
feminist insinuations. To this day, 150 years later, the consequences of sexual 
selection for human social life have not been fully understood. 


The likewise biologically anchored suppression of true gender relations 
from human consciousness protects the evolutionarily established behavi- 
oural patterns, which include special protection of children and mothers, 
which has been reflected as a generally more positive perception of women 
and female behaviour. At the same time, there is an innate tendency to per- 
ceive the male majority of losers of female selection unfairly badly, to blame 
them for their misfortune in order to secure the evolutionary exclusion of 
‘unsuccessful genes’ from reproduction. Therefore, there were always quick 
to support feminists ‘like a good cavalier’ even in the face of nonsensical 
claims and resulting demands, and to gloat at male losers of such endeavours. 


19 see chapter Basic Errors Of Western Civilisation, “The Oppression of Men” and 
Kucklick, “The Immoral Sex”. 
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This soon tumed into a race to be the “better cavalier”, with competitors deri- 
ded as supposedly “worse human beings” for not participating in this race 
but sticking to their advocacy of the less shrill-destructive-one-sided habitual 
society. 


Feminists always prevailed. For as soon as people got used to the new, 
initially outrageously radical feminist state of affairs, it was considered 
sacrosanct, the previous state of affairs as “barbaric” and “unjust”, although 
in fact imbalance and injustice had already gone in the opposite direction 
than perceived, namely men were massively disadvantaged and burdened, 
women were just as clearly privileged, which had further intensified. Subse- 
quent misinterpretation as “historical injustice” was based on ignorance, 
meanwhile generally internalised feminist concepts and views that distort 
facts and tear apart contexts, as well as innately skewed perception of sex is- 
sues and the resulting cavalier instinct in men, as well as from the feminist- 
generated feeling of being “affected” in women, which aroused bias in both 
sexes. 


«I think that the Yonic superstition is in nothing more clearly evinced than in 
recent criminal legislation. The tender body of a young child may be flayed by a 
brutal policeman, just because it happens to be of the male sex; if it be of the 
female, to lay a finger on it is sacrilege, and for precisely the same offence it 
practically receives no punishment... Then take the clause in the recent Criminal 
Law Amendment Act, which provides that in the case of illicit intercourse between 
a boy and a girl, while the boy may be sent to the penal servitude of a reforma- 
tory for five years the girl remains absolutely untouched... what conceivable 
rational ground can there be for limiting the penal consequences to one side of the 
equation» (To-Day magazine, October 1887, 19th century! That was the state 
of affairs already at the beginning of the first feminist wave.) 


After each feminist wave, the pre-existing sex imbalance had been in- 
creased. Moreover, society had become more unstable because more of the 
millennia of reciprocity and complementarity had been shattered, a process 
that had already been set in motion by the industrial revolution and mechani- 
sation, so it did not originate in feminism at all. Conversely, it could be said 
that the industrial revolution and technization had already caused serious da- 
mage to the human sphere, to natural forms that are the mainstay of culture. 
Feminism has therefore only radicalised and unnecessarily exaggerated an 
already advanced destruction. 
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Later generations could then no longer imagine how shrill and false the 
claims of earlier feminist waves had been in the context of their society at the 
time. No one bothered to check the law impartially, which would have 
revealed how much more severely men were often punished for the same 
facts, how much harsher their conditions were, whether at work, as a free 
man, or in court, or in prison, or in military service, or when it came to 
earning duties for the family, and so on. 


More than in other areas, “short-sighted stupidity” was used: What one 
is currently used to is considered normal and just. What existed in the past is 
considered a “fortunately overcome injustice of earlier times”, and what is 
currently being demanded is considered “a weird demand in which feminists 
have ‘lost their sense of reality’ and have manoeuvred themselves into a 
‘crazy radical corner’”. This is gross nonsense. Those who think like this are 
blinded by short-sightedness, and will lose again and again to ideologues 
who take a more long-term approach. 


The fact is: every feminist wave in its context was just as shrill, 
overblown, reality-blind as the current one — subjectively — appears to be. 
Those who proceed with emotion in this are committing the same mistake as 
feminists, only dumber. For even if feminists are subjective and in their basic 
assumptions blinded by an innately false perception that makes dominant 
women feel ‘oppressed’, and in fact makes oppressed men feel like a ‘ruling 
power’, they proceed strategically and with perseverance, in which they are 
superior to all other political forces. 


We have to realise that the staging of male power in all cultures is part 
of the courtship ritual to attract women, as well as a necessity to balance the 
biological power of the feminine and thus achieve equilibrium. The facts of 
life never correspond to this staging, which is therefore not ‘oppressing’ 
women, nor is it ‘misogynistic’, but rather enables men to give women what 
women demand of them. Without such a male object of exchange, without 
male spheres, men are structurally superfluous, and very many are dependent 
on female choice, some even without opportunities. This is what feminism of 
all waves boils down to, most radically, of course, those principles propaga- 
ted by the numerous lesbian founders. 


«On the other hand, however, the two [women's rights activists] scoff at 
the "collective loss of meaning" of an entire sex [of men].» (Spiegel 33 / 
1994, p. 76) 
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Utopias of female worlds without men and manless female views can 
already be found in books and paintings of the 19th century.” 


For some lesbian feminists, men were only hated adversaries in the fight 
for the favour of women, who were beaten out of the field with anti-male 
ideas, hostilities and principles. (Esther Vilar already pointed this out in the 
early 1970s. It is equally demonstrable from the seminal feminist writings). 


Unfortunately, these very tendentious and destructive principles have 
become the basis of prescribed “political correctness” today. 


Feminism, through subjectivity and emotional misinterpretation, has 
driven an entire epoch astray, abruptly stalled progressive developments in 
social life, and exaggerated an already existing imbalance to an extreme. In 
addition, fundamental principles of Western civilisation were destroyed, such 
as: Objectivity, value-freedom, renunciation of feeling in decision-making 
processes, competition of all ideas for the better arguments, examination of 
claims and assumptions — especially one's own, presumption of innocence 
until proven otherwise, freedom of expression, protection of privacy. 


Even in criminal law, subjective, sometimes even retrospective 
reinterpretation, as in Sweden, supersedes objective facts. Julian Assange 
was the victim of such a subsequent reinterpretation of consensual sexual 
intercourse of an initially enthusiastic woman, who praised him on Twitter, 
into rape. Julian Assange has therefore had to hide in an embassy for years. 


Feminist-influenced ‘sciences’ are based on a political — i.e. ideological 
— perspective that filters and determines what is or is not taken note of as 
reality — and this according to feminist writings. 


«The political perspective, which pushes for decisiveness and unambi- 
guity of positions, then determines to a large extent what research takes note 
of and reveals about reality.» (Gudrun-Axeli Knapp, On the Problem of 
Radicality in the Feminist Sciences, 1990, p. 13) 


Already the subjective and ideological view of the operatoresses, which 
is elevated to a principle, guarantees radicalism, as do false premises and 


20 see “Culture And The Sexes”, or “Censored: Message in a Bottle to the Future. 
First volume on the first wave” 
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unscientific methodology: feminist ideology and ‘research’ is already radical 
in its approach, in its theoretical premises, according to its own sources. 


«The postulate of the partisanship of feminist science, which is 
considered a yardstick for its radicality, must be defined far more precisely 
than has been done so far.» (Gudrun-Axeli Knapp, On the Problem of Radi- 
cality in Feminist Science, 1990, p. 17) 


According to feminist writings, radicalism is already derived from their 
basic postulates. This ideological edifice must be completely disposed of. 


40 
Equality 


€ quality, like all feminist campaigns, served as a pretext in the war against 


man, culture and nature, without being seriously pursued. For equality, 
women would have had to give up privileges and favourable perceptions that 
they have always possessed. Let us first look at the absurdity of feminist 
argumentation in order to then fathom what the real intention of the ideology 
was and is, then what this view of the world hides and what consequences it 
has. 


Feminists demand both ‘equality’ and preferential ‘difference’. This is 
part of a partisan methodology designed at universities that has swept away 
objective science. It is a mental war against men, culture and nature, 
sponsored and paid for by the state. That ‘equality’ is ideologically redefined 
and incompatible with reality creates additional problems. On top of that, 
vital connections are being torn apart and denied. 


The very themes, outlook and questioning are ideological, giving a false 
picture of reality that turns basic biological facts upside down. Thus the basic 
principle of culture has been destroyed (see “Culture And The Sexes’), and 
likewise the sexual revolution and a spirit of freedom for all twisted into a 
climate of radical, one-sided suppression of whatever men can do to assert 
themselves against female sexual dominance. Whatever men can do to avoid 
being rejected by the dominant female sex has been opposed by feminist 
campaigns, declared evil, “oppressive”, “regressive and patriarchal” or even 
criminal. Culturally sustainable relations between the sexes were destroyed 
in the same way. 


Yet the theoretical arguments that could have prevented or stopped the 
madness were blocked by publishers and the media. The most important 
quotes and arguments stem from my earlier manuscripts from the 1990s that 
did not become books. 


«It is necessary to be a border crosser(ess) in legal theory and practice. 
If we want to achieve something in real terms, we have to try it with all legal 
means and constantly adapt the strategies; be able to switch sides, leave ter- 
ritories, change positions, take us rights, occupy territories and create new 
territory. It means demanding equality ... and putting it up for disposition 
again, and now demanding preferential treatment. For women, a funda- 
mental universal position is out of the question. Women can define themsel- 
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ves into law once and then out of it again; because there is no compulsi- 
on to be consistent, as in — cosmopolitan male universal — science. Apori- 
as are only resolved in the process. (cf. Smaus 1989) 


The controversies between theories and methods — just like the social 
justification of law and its definition — can only be decided politically. We 
should therefore accept the opening of the discourse by the theorists whose 
theories neither claim to be free of contradictions nor have to be free of 
contradictions, but which give a chance to think a sex-differentiated 
ethics» (Marlis Kriiger {editor}, What does feminist actually mean here?, 
1993, p. 281, volume 1 of Feminist Library) 


As in science, so in politics and law: self-contradictions are legitimate 
means to unilaterally put men down, to invent and promote feminisms, to 
create conflicts and wage unilateral war against a freely invented myth of 
‘patriarchy’, to declare men enemies, to silence them as gagged opponents. 
For decades, even this opposition to their errors and methods did not reach 
the public, was put down and insulted, until it is now too late to stop the 
madness. 


The above pamphlet originated from a “scientific unit” of a state univer- 
sity, and was even the first volume founding the series. 


«The “Feminist Library” presents current discussions and work results 
of the Scientific Unit Women's Studies at the University of Bremen. The con- 
tributions relate primarily to the areas of feminist theory, feminist (natural) 
science criticism and historical women's studies.» (http://www.zvab.com) 


No other ideology has so profoundly manipulated the world, so deeply 
indoctrinated, bent and mutilated human life. For children grow up not only 
in the sex-neutral chaos of a cultural revolution, but without the universal 
human relations that culture creates between sexes and persons. In doing so, 
they mutilate not only our lives, but the lives of future generations. 


Those who abuse power so much, causing total damage to culture and 
society, are dangerous to the public and prove that they cannot handle power 
responsibly. 


«Rather, it is advisable to flexibly push for the enforcement of the 
equality requirement on a case-by-case basis or to opt for a sex-differen- 
tiating regulation. ... there are currently opportunities for a comprehensive 
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feminist legal policy, which would ... attack and change in seemingly 
equal law as well as flexibly propagate the use of sex-differentiating 
regulations.» (Marlis Kriiger {ed.}, What does feminist actually mean here?, 
1993, p. 298, Volume 1 of Feminist Library) 


Illogic is the founding postulate; from the beginning, equality has only 
been a pretext in the war against men, culture and nature. Wherever it is 
advantageous, they rely on difference instead of equality in their one-sided 
war against men, who are not allowed to defend themselves or contradict 
themselves, are not allowed to have their say in the media. (see chapters on 
censorship in all volumes of the book series) 


Later we will demonstrate what radical inequality is brought about with 
ideologically distorted dogmas of 'equality'. In view of female dominance, a 
balance cannot be achieved under such conditions. 


What, really? 


But I thought gender roles 
were a social construct? 


Wloncex are wm 


Charge \ So } 


Feminism 
means whatever you want 
it to mean at the time. 


«I NEED FEMINISM BECAUSE Women are in charge! Naturally» 
«What, really? But I thought gender roles were a social construct?» 
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«Feminismus means whatever you want it to mean at the time.» 


If women are naturally (by nature) in charge, i.e. biologically dominant, 
then logically feminism is wrong from the start, an oppression of the op- 
pressed. Then areas of male influence were a necessary counterbalance and 
should have been strengthened for balance. 


Due to sexual selection and reproduction, this is demonstrably the case. 


«HEARTLESS BITCHES INTERNATIONAL 

WWW.HEARTLESSBITCHES.COM 

... because we know that BITCH means Being In Total Control, 
Honey!» 


Some of the images in the volume are from Feminist Crazy Quotes, 
Facebook. Thank you for permission to use them. 
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Shahana Ali — «Shahani Ali: 


All ‘srichte | All women's rights 
womens rignts Issues are issues are “reals 


Like * sf 3 


Laura Dulin «Laura Dulin: 


Women already have all the power. {Women already 
We just want the respect we're have all the power. 
worthy of for wiping men's asses. re Just wane tiie 
We really only need a few men Fespecl we Te 
around to propagate the species. ae ' 
Men should be thankful we let hide arg, seems 
them live. Wie really only 


Like 


Nadia Vandermaat species. Men should 
senna iaelenaeemmaaenaemeaae be thankful we let 
them live.» 


The result of apparent ‘equality’ is: women have all the power biologi- 
cally, men nothing. Our dogma of ‘equality’ does not work with the in reality 
unequal sexes because women are biologically dominant. As a result, radical 
feminists dream of a world without men. Making them superfluous was the 
first step, and apparent ‘equality’ the method used to achieve it. 


A fundamental error in assumptions of feminist waves has been to over- 
look, deny the existence and importance of any mutuality, complementarity 
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and exchange between the sexes. This denied a human universal as old as the 
earliest humans, or older, that drove and shaped human development and 
evolution. 


This is what “Culture And The Sexes” evidenced. Feminism actually 
arose from female preponderance and lack of balance, as was already present 
before feminist waves. We have proven this female dominance in “The Op- 
pression of Men”. Moreover, feminism was a backlash against the threat of 
actually being treated more equally — although a total abolition of female 
privilege should be biologically impossible, as much of it is innate. John C. 
Mileahed, “Life as a Journey”, documents this in the field of sexuality: when 
the sexual revolution weakened women's power of choice, and access to 
women became easier for men, feminists went into a rage and ensured that 
sexual freedom henceforth applied only to women, while men were more 
severely repressed than before in male behaviour in general and male 
sexuality in particular. 


Moreover, according to their own writings and campaigns, feminists ex- 
plicitly fought against “heteronormativity”, in fact against heterosexuality, in 
order to promote everything that runs against it, thus weakening the ultimate 
link between both sexes, sexuality. This also emerges from the writings of 
the founders of feminism. The “politically correct” zeitgeist has adopted this 
and even elevated it to the norm; anyone who contradicts is indignantly 
personally attacked (“homophobic”) and unobjectively put down — this is 
how strongly radical feminist ideas have infested all levels of society. 


Real differences between the sexes, continued dominance of the femini- 
ne both in sexual (and social) selection and within relationship or family, 
through the specific obligations imposed on men, including long-term alimo- 
ny even if the woman kicked the man out of the family, make equality an il- 
lusion. Rather, inequality has increased due to feminist influence. This has 
been the case with all feminist waves. 


Culture based on a mutuality of the sexes for decades was shattered. 
The oppression of everything male increased. Sex equalisation forced men to 
bow to female norms, which further oppressed them and their sexuality. On 
top of that, this equalisation also brought heterosexuality closer to homose- 
xual conditions. 


It is not individual objects or facts that matter, but the abstract context. 
Just as a mathematician looks at formulae that express a logic independently 
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of physical embodiment, the object must be neglected. Just as it is indifferent 
for mathematicians what is being counted, it is only decisive whether they 
are logically dealing with the ring of whole numbers or another entity, such 
as a residue class ring, a group, a body, ideal, a function space, so too the 
structures of complementation between the sexes must be understood ab- 
stractly. 


Feminism did the opposite and caused total damage to Western civilisa- 
tion with its rituals of concern, women-fixated sentimentality and indignati- 
on, subjectively reading their view into the world. This total damage has dire 
consequences; those responsible for it must also be held accountable for it, 
immediately and completely removed from state and legally established posi- 
tions. Afterwards, it is necessary to consider how this total damage could 
have come about and how it can be prevented that such irrationality, subjecti- 
ve radicalism and ideology spread again. Only then can damage begin to be 
healed. 


That humans and groups of humans, especially the sexes, are in a 
mutual relation, in an exchange, taking on feelings and responsibility for 
each other, is the basis of human life. By categorically denying this already 
in its premises, feminist ideology initiated the complete destruction of inter- 
personal culture. This is the first mistake. In addition, the privileged sex 
privileged itself even more, further burdening with hurdles and duties the one 
already loaded with heavier burdens, the packhorses of history. 


It would be too short-sighted to see only the inequality increased by fe- 
minism in the name of ostensible ‘equality’, the increasing discrimination of 
men even according to standards used by feminists — but only for women. 
Certainly, this is an important problem that needs to be addressed. But such 
an agitation of ‘equality’, which now finally includes men, does not escape 
the even deeper errors of feminist ideology. 


It is already a mistake to look at isolated individuals and to overlook 
interpersonal relations and exchanges between social sex groups. 

It is already a mistake to look at isolated groups, forgetting their inter- 
relationship, their integration into an exchange of doing things for one ano- 
ther. 

It is already a mistake to feel subjectively instead of objectively exami- 
ning abstract structures, whereby feelings of concern are completely out of 
place and misleading. 
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It is already a mistake to overlook the emergence and maturation of na- 
tural relations and feelings through the exchange between the two sexes, to 
destroy the basis of these feelings, whereupon they fail to appear or cannot 
mature, remain egoistic. 


Those who have imposed such skewed, unobjective and harmful prin- 
ciples on the world have thus proven the unsuitability of their followers for 
objective science, but nothing else. 


Feminist arguments are fundamentally wrong, in that the very assumpti- 
ons are all wrong, the questioning and viewpoint already turn facts into their 
opposite, and the methods used (e.g. subjective) are equally flawed. Feminist 
arguments say nothing about the world, but only about the deformed, unsci- 
entific view of their supporters. It is a staircase joke of history that states 
have even committed themselves to massively promoting such unscientific- 
ness, that real science has been driven out of the universities, and that books 
like this series could only emerge underground. 


Those who only pay attention to finally including men ‘equally’ in femi- 
nist-influenced power structures, procedures and methodology do not solve 
the basic problem, as much as it is of course justified and important to sym- 
pathetically include the neglected group of men, who would have much more 
of a claim to a “victim role” than women. At the same time, our brainwashed 
consciousness must be freed from feminist ideology; feminist-influenced 
concepts, methods, false conclusions and twisted, one-sided sensibilities that 
lack empathy for men and native male losers must be overcome. 


Moreover, it must be recognised that complementarity and different ro- 
les are neither disadvantage nor oppression, but a natural and culture-bearing 
human universal, without which humans and society are mutilated. Without 
complementing the sexes, we are crippled humanly, socially and culturally, 
feelings and responsibilities do not mature from egoic striving into a whole 
that unites human beings. In this respect, the sexes are clearly different from 
other social groups where differences are neither natural nor universal, nor 
do they have comparable significance. False analogies between natural sex 
groups and man-made social groups are therefore misleading. 


Completely wrong was the insinuation by feminism and left-leaning so- 
ciology that difference, role distribution and cultural structures would reflect 
power relations. This is just as nonsensical as an assertion that the linguistic 
differentiation of phonemes would express power relations that would have 
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to be eliminated. But if any power at all created difference and complementa- 
ry structures of the sexes, it was female choice, biological selection, but not a 
conspiracy-theoretically invented and assumed ‘patriarchy’. Female choice is 
scientifically demonstrable as the driving force of evolution; the feminist 
claim, on the other hand, is pure speculation, myth, based on subjective and 
partisan emotion. Human intuition is deceptive in this area for evolutionary 
reasons. 


Certainly, the question arises as to how balance and equilibrium are 
created. But this can only be at the very end, because the value of reciprocity 
is much greater in itself. As reasoned in “Culture And The Sexes” on the 
basis of the ethnologist Marcel Mauss and elsewhere: The value of the gift is 
the exchange itself, the reciprocity, the obligation through the act of ex- 
change. In contrast, the concrete object of exchange becomes meaningless. It 
is not what is exchanged that is decisive, but the fact that people are put into 
a relation and mutually committed through exchange. 


This has nothing to do with conservatism, nor with religious attitudes, 
but is a result of scientific facts and their logical consideration. These facts 
apply to all people, whether conservative, religious, atheistic, liberal, or 
whatever their attitude may be. These facts are completely independent of 
ideological backgrounds; they are biological fact of all human beings, what- 
ever their brains develop for consciousness. 


When, in the early 1970s, radical feminists smashed what scanty rem- 
nants of natural life were left in our technical civilisation with aggressive 
fury obvious to all, a broad majority of men and women, silenced by the 
media to disappear, rejected this destruction and the feminist ideology. In- 
stinctively, they felt the foundations of their culture, their lives and the relati- 
ons of the sexes breaking down. In debates, feminists asserted themselves 
with new, aggressive methods of verbal karate taught and described in con- 
temporary feminist writings. Against this, the broad majority lacked convin- 
cing arguments that could be proven with facts, because, as we know today, 
female privilege in our perception and contempt for male losers are innate, 
recognition of the actual conditions are suppressed from consciousness by 
powerful biological forces so that male losers cannot ask for access to female 
empathy, sex and procreation. This has been exploited by feminists to sweep 
any objection, however justified, off the table. 


What happened then is already history today, a lost era for which we 
lack understanding because powerful brainwashing has been practised ever 
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since. What was a natural experience for the men and women who were al- 
ready adults at that time, a cultural background that developed since the 
hominids split off from the apes seven million years ago and has endured 
since the emergence of the present human being, was part of and the driving 
force behind the emergence and evolution of the human species, has now 
been destroyed, is missing from our experience. Younger people have never 
known it in a functioning state. All those alive today have instead absorbed 
ideological concepts, clichés and ways of thinking that also shape legislation 
and all institutions. For this reason, the former, much more ideology-free 
silent majority is disparaged in retrospect, already perceived with contempt. 
They are accused of being “old-fashioned” and “chauvinistic”, “simply em- 
barrassing”. 


All that is nonsense. The only embarrassment is the high degree of ideo- 
logisation today, from which almost no human being is exempt. What has 
been a human universal since the emergence of our species, in all cultures of 
all times, already developed to some extent in our animal ancestors, is human 
nature, not “old-fashioned”. Today's oppression of human nature, the be gin- 
ning of which was felt by the silent majority of former times, is scandalous. 
Today it is also proven how strong the privilege of women was already at 
those times; the epoch and the silent majority were therefore the exact oppo- 
site of “anti-women”, namely so strongly privileging women that every 
remnant of equilibrium and the entire culture collapsed. 


The privileging of women was demonstrated in “The Privileged Sex” 
and “The Oppression of Men”; the human universality of culture was shown 
in “Culture And The Sexes”. The culture-bearing significance of sex comple- 
mentation is also described there. Mutual tasks allowed feelings between the 
sexes to mature. This refers to feelings that apply to the whole group, not 
those of limited scope within a couple relationship. Tasks for each other con- 
nect, establish an emotional as well as a social connection. Such feelings 
have since been lost, along with the basic trust that the exchange of gifts bet - 
ween the sex groups created. 


This lack of trust and connecting feeling has characterised our societies 
ever since. Since these were very deep and fundamental soul forces and 
feelings, the silent majority of the transitional period, experiencing the sud- 
den loss of very central feelings and connections, was highly dismayed, alar- 
med, and naturally resisted such fatal destruction. Only in this context are 
statements of that former silent majority understandable, which today, misun- 
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derstood and misinterpreted, are directed against them and used to denigrate 
them. 


Because deep and soulful feelings of connection were furiously crushed 
and lost, feminists and their ideology were perceived at the time as a “cata- 
strophe”, as “kaput-emancipated” and “cotquean”. All this can be well ex- 
plained in the historical context and recognised as factually justified, if only 
the circumstances are understood. 


From completely baseless phantasies of alleged oppression of women — 
although women were privileged and men disadvantaged, oppressed by dis- 
criminatory sexual selection and duties — and irrationally assumed “patriar- 
chal” conspiracies, just as irrational an invention as the “Zionist world con- 
spiracy” assumed by anti-Semites, grew a real, genuine feminist strategy of 
taking power, which became reality in the 1970s. Since then, there has been 
radical indoctrination and censorship of everything that can be dangerous to 
feminism, i.e. opinions, facts and arguments that not only criticise details but 
question the foundations of feminist ideology or its power grab. 


The long state-sponsored and entrenched work of strategists to seize 
power is an unbelievable state of affairs that runs fundamentally counter to 
principles such as freedom, democracy, tolerance and other fundamentals of 
the Western world. Without making a fuss, without an official or outwardly 
visible overthrow, the order of freedom had collapsed at its core and been re- 
placed by a new type of dictatorship. It was no longer possible to express 
non-feminist views, arguments or facts, shortly afterwards also almost im- 
possible to live against the rules of the new ideology, to continue or even 
maintain the life of traditional culture. (see chapter on censorship in all 
books of this cycle). 


This happened very quickly in the 1970s. The silent majority of the 
time, or more precisely, the concealed majority, had every reason to be alar- 
med and deeply dismayed. The same was true for earlier times and feminist 
waves: there was reason for dismay and alarm then too, the balance was de- 
stroyed and one-sidedness became law - only that earlier waves had not yet 
so permanently systematically installed themselves as a controlling power 
against which Orwell's and Huxley's dystopias of a totally monitored world 
pale. 
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All this was based on an innate and culturally anchored skewed 
perception, which cavalierly and biologically instinctively privileges women, 
but blames men in case of conflict. 


Unfortunately, there was a lack of awareness of biologically repressed 
facts of life, and of the innate process of repression. My books were suppo- 
sed to provide the arguments for this majority, to prove what they had only 
suspected, but my arguments were relentlessly suppressed for 30 years, until 
the former majority, which had been concealed by the media to the point of 
complete disappearance, died, was very old and no longer open to new ideas, 
or was completely brainwashed and turned around by the media and state- 
sponsored propaganda of the following decades. 


Today's contemporaries do not know what they are missing. They have 
been cheated out of knowing the basics of life and, in order to suppress 
human nature, have been so stuffed with ideology that they sneer at all natu- 
ral life because it contradicts the ideology drilled into them. 


After decades of systematic brainwashing and indoctrination, it is al- 
most hopeless to try to address this very process and explain what has been 
repressed; the concentrated forces of repression and denigration pounce on 
the unfortunate who dares to contradict the entrenched system of oppression. 


Men are perceived more disadvantageously than women, a majority of 
male losers much worse; men have to overcome hurdles that women do not 
face; genes are filtered through discrimination of male losers but not female 
ones. Male lives are designed by societies of all cultures to carry burdens and 
meet demands. Whatever the culture or society of an era and area, they had 
in common another human universal: men had to care for children, mothers, 
wives and the elderly in marriage or relationships. As different as the social 
systems were, they had in common the means of pressure that ensured this. 


Biologically, the aim was to secure the future of the genes or hereditary 
traits, or the future of the tribe, which consisted of the flourishing of as many 
offspring as possible. This principle was not only biologically but also cultu- 
rally anchored and extended: Not only children had to be cared for, but also 
pregnant women, mothers, future and former mothers, who also had a social 
significance as aunts or grandmothers. Thus all women enjoyed privilege at 
the expense of men. Humans also have an innate skewed perception that 
ensures such privilege. The very way we perceive the sexes is biased; from 
such bias inevitably follows privileged treatment. 
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Finally, there are social duties towards the elderly, who in most societies 
enjoyed special respect because their experience was needed. Thus, men also 
had to do gainful work to provide for the old; only in this last case, the provi- 
sion for the old, are there rare ethnological counter-examples or exceptions, 
but these only occur in very inhospitable conditions, when feeding people is 
so difficult that the whole community could have starved if they had shoul- 
dered this burden. These are extremely rare ethnic cultures, such as the for- 
mer polar Eskimo, where old people who could not take care of themselves 
were put on sledges and left to die — something that understandably shocks 
us very much today, deeply contradicting all our civilisational and moral 
principles. Such a rare exception, and its morally indignant rejection, con- 
firms the rule and shows how important care is for a civilised and cultured 
coexistence. 


The problem was and is a resulting one-sided burden on men, which fe- 
minism has not abolished but exacerbated. Even if different treatment is for- 
mally illegal at present, it is intensified: Traditionally sole and now predomi- 
nantly male responsibilities have been aggravated and magnified, as has tra- 
ditionally sole and now de facto female dominance through procreation, pri- 
vilege and selection, which means female-only choice under the motto “My 
body belongs to me!”, disenfranchising man, father and unborn alike. 


Conversely, however, all the opportunities that men received to compen- 
sate for female dominance in other areas, such as a natural authority, prestige 
in exchange for their provision and contributions, and all the male tasks and 
areas they needed to fulfil the demands of society and women, were comple- 
tely taken away and redistributed in halves, leaving them with nothing with 
which to shoulder the additional burdens. 


Male prestige and natural authority were a biologically weaker counter- 
force to balance the biologically stronger and more stable female dominance 
in other areas; their destruction ended any possibility of achieving balance. 


Male activities and tasks were the means by which men could shoulder 
their specific tasks and burdens. The means to do so were taken away from 
them, while the burdens to be shouldered were increased. A balance became 
the grossest possible imbalance. No wonder men live unhealthier lives, their 
once greater life expectancy falling well below that of women. On average, 
men are robbed of many years of life through overloading. 
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Women's expectations are high when it comes to winning them over. 
Even in the Stone Age, men seem to have had a lot of effort to impress 
women. 


«The American psychologist Geoffrey Miller put it in a nutshell that 
male cultural achievements are nothing but a waste product of courtship be- 
haviour: ... Prehistorian Steven Mithen of the British University of Reading 
wondered why archaeologists find so many hand axes that were never used. 
What made the Stone Age men make a lot of hand axes in a size unsuitable 
for use and then throw them away straight away? Mithen has presented the 
most likely explanation: The hand axes were only made to impress and win 
over the women at the campfire.»”' (02.09.2001 * from DER SPIEGEL 
36/2001) 


Women's demands in relationships are high. This is true today as it was 
then and in all times. Once it was jewellery and beautiful clothes, things that 
were actually ‘useless’ for life, that women needed and still want, even if 
they already have a husband, so they no longer need to make themselves 
beautiful in order to attract a man who meets their criteria of choice, jewel le- 
ry or clothes their husband may not like: They don't buy it for their husband, 
instead their husband has to work for their luxury. 


That's also true for traditional cultures. In traditional Indian life, this 
pressure was great. For Brahmins, the traditional model of life in the ancient 
scriptures was that men were first “housekeepers”, had wife(s) and children 
until the children were grown up, the daughters married, the sons able to fend 
for themselves and marry. After that, there was no longer any need to endure 
the pressure of demands, the stress of burdens and wishes to be fulfilled: 
Once the children were out of the house, according to the old model, the 
Brahmin man said goodbye to go on pilgrimage through India barefoot and 
in poverty as a spiritual seeker for the rest of his life. The pressure of expec- 
tations not only from the wife(s) and mother, but also from a wide-ranging 
clan, was also observed in the hippie era: 


«Harried husbands would often get away from the household to take a 
break, get advice, or confide. Whoever would turn up was made welcomed to 
take a seat on the cot. Baba Ji would be there for them, they'd converse 
quietly, and I could tell by the way people would speak in low tones, that he 
was regarded as a kind of counselor... it was easy to see they were getting 
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some comfort in Baba Ji's words.» (Ananda Brady, Ten Years on the Hippie 
Trail) 


This is one reason why today many of those men who have suffered 
from the injustice of this feminist-dominated society want to get off the 
treadmill of demands. The ‘love generation’ of the rebellious time of change, 
the hippies, once wanted to get out. Likewise, today, in a society that has 
become much harder and tougher due to feminism and sex confusion, 
therefore also requiring more male competition, an increasing number of 
men no longer want to enter into marriage and fear traditional ‘roles’ or tasks 
even when they have realised — in rare cases — that feminist ideology is 
unjust and burdens their lives. Even “Culture And The Sexes: Feminism: Big 
Mistake — Serious Consequences”, a book that is supposed to explain the 
situation and show ways forward, has sometimes been perceived as a threat, 
ignored or slated by some such men whose motto is "Men Going Their Own 
Way" (MGTOW). ‘They just want to put burdens on us again and ruin us in 
divorce.’ is their understandable feeling and thinking. 


Paradoxically, it is precisely the culture that feminism has ruthlessly and 
completely erased for half a century, if not a century and a half, that is not 
longed for as a better alternative, or regretted its loss, or recognised the fana- 
tical rage with which feminists have carried out their work of destroying cul- 
ture. No, the very thing that was the core and main concern of feminism to 
destroy is now rejected by uprooted men who grew up in ignorance. 


Such is the pressure of unjust burdens. We must put an end to such 
unjust burdens. Otherwise, there will never again be what human life is muti- 
lated without: a culture and reciprocity that unites the sexes. 


Martin van Creveld hat in ,,Das bevorzugte Geschlecht” weibliche Be- 
vorzugung in allen Zeiten und Kulturen nachgewiesen. Lage, feministisches 
Vorgehen, driickende weibliche Bevorzugung bei starker medialer Bevorzu- 
gung feministischer Propaganda in friitheren Epochen ahneln erstaunlich 
dem, was heute geschieht. Das gilt auch ftir die recht hilflosen Versuche we- 
niger Manner, sich dem unterdrtickenden Strom von Zeitgeist, Medién und 
Feminismus zu widersetzen. 


«Berlin, May 27 

A revolt of the down-trodden male against the domineering female is on 
the way in Vienna where the “Rights for Men” League has been founded to 
start the battle. 
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The League, which held its first big mass meeting recently, is composed 
so far only of bachelors, divorced husbands, and unmarried fathers. The still 
married husbands, the members insist, would like to join, but their wives 
won't let them, which in itself is cited as proof for the need of such an organi- 
sation. 

The mass meeting was held under the slogan of “equal rights for men.” 

Sigrud Hoeberth, the president of the League, denied emphatically that 
the aggressive males were women haters. All the League wanted, he said, 
was that the preferences and privileges which the women now receive from 
society, from the State, and especially from the courts, should stop. 

“We love and honour the ladies’, Hoeverth said, “but we want to leave 
to our descendants once more real mothers and wives, and to prevent their 
being killed off by the alleged emancipation of the woman.” ... 

“The feminist, hysterical and degenerate cafe scribblers have helped 
cunning woman to forge intolerable chains for men,” explained one of the 
speakers, Wollner. 

“The man is roped before the family coach, and on the driving seat sits 
the ‘gracious lady,’ and if he doesn’t pull till he drops, she swings the whip of 
legal paragraphs over him.” 

A large part of the prison inmates, Wollner said, have been put there by 
the accusations of their own wives. A good number of the inates of insane 
asylums, he charged, have been put there by their wives because they were in 
the way. 

“The reason for all this”, Wollner said, “is that the authorities believe 
the woman everything and the man nothing” ... The principal complaint of 
the league members was against the alimony claims of divorced wives and 
the claims of support of unmarried mothers. 

The secretary of the League, Hofeneder, pictured the claims for alimony 
and support as a cruel persecution of the men, inspired not only by greed but 
often by revenge and plain “cussedness.” 

Under the present Austrian law, Hofeneder said, the unmarried mother 
has practically her choice to whom she wants to pick as the father of her 
child...»” (The Daily Gleaner, Kingston, Jamaica, June, 19, 1926) 


The political hysteria already noted before the First World War, which 
the suffragettes were already working with (see “Censored: First Volume on 
the First Wave’) and characterised feminists of all waves (see “Settling the 
Score Aith Feminism’) was also noted by the League for Men's Rights in 
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1926, but among ‘coffee house hacks’, 1.e. the press of the time, regardless of 
sex. Political hysteria, as predicted in 1910, had taken hold in society with 
the success of the feminists, producing a hysterical press and subsequently 
hysterical politics. The judiciary, too, had already degenerated into a male- 
exploitative servitude system, in a reversal of feminist narrative. 


Martin van Creveld has demonstrated female privilege in all times and 
cultures in “The Privileged Sex”. The situation, feminist action, oppressive 
female privilege with strong media bias favouring feminist propaganda in 
earlier eras are astonishingly similar to what is happening today. This also 
applies to the rather helpless attempts of a few men to resist the oppressive 
current of zeitgeist, medias and feminism. 


«VIENNA, May 25. — Charlie Chaplin will deliver a lecture on the 
tyranny of women in America in Vienna this summer. 

This announcement made by Herr Kornblueh at the recent congress of 
the Vienna league of men called “Justitia” was greeted with tremendous ap- 
plause. 

“Charlie Chaplin is one of our most ardent supporters abroad” Herr 
Kornblueh declared, “and since his divorce, he has written to us assuring our 
organization of his sympathy and emphasizing the necessity of a world wide 
movement for the emancipation of the oppressed husbands. 

“The tyranny of modern women, who demand all rights and refuse all 
duties, who are marrying men only to lead a careless, workless and childless 
life, or to obtain a divorce and a lifelong alimony, this shameful tyranny is 
the underlying cause of all evils. 

“Look at the insane asylum Steinhof in Vienna. Fifty percent of the 
unfortunate inmates were brought to this place because of their marriage.” 

The congress passed a resolution demanding the abolishment of alimo- 
nies find other unequal pacts between the two sexes, and protesting against 
the favoritism of the authorities in favor of women, especially the siding of 
the police with the wives whenever a domestic quarrel develops.» (The 
Charleston Gazette (W. Va.), May 27, 1928, p. 6, ibid.) 


Rip-offs of men had already begun to take over in the wake of the first 
feminist wave; the always privileged women had gained a preponderance 
that tipped the scales. 


«He characterized the Chaplin-Gray marriage as a “speculation marri- 
age entered into by American gold diggers.” 
It was resolved to send Chaplin their sympathy. 
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A resolution was also passed against Mussolini's attempt to suppress 
bachelors which it was charged again violates the rights of men in favor of 
women.» (Syndicated (Universal Service), San Antonio Light (Tx.), Feb. 17, 
1927, p. 4-A, ibid.) 


Although the idea from Vienna was quickly taken up and supported in 
Britain and the USA, because they had similar pressing problems, the cause 
soon fizzled out due to lack of support and a one-sided press. 


«Vienna. — Equitas, the world league for the rights of men, an organiza- 
tion which had its headquarters here and a membership made up of Europe- 
ans and Americans, has disappeared. Whether it has gone to the ground 
before the victorious advance of all conquering woman or merely as part of 
the world economic depression is not clear. At all events, it has given up its 
offices. ... 

A year ago Sigurd Hoeberth, president of the world league, sent hun- 
dreds of invitations to college professors, bankers and journalists of the Uni- 
ted States to attend the world congress at which the league’s objectives were 
to be discussed. So few recipients took the initiative seriously, however, that 
the congress was postponed. 

From then on the league's interests and activities steadily declined until 
practically the only source of funds was its feminine members. Of these the 
league had, according to a statement of the president, 500, and he admitted in 
confidence that they were the best contributors, more especially mothers with 
marriageable sons.» (The Tipton Daily Tribune (In.), Oct. 7, 1930, p. 1, ibid.) 
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Manone ACQUITAS 


Aequitas Welitbund fiir Mannerrechte 
(Equitas World Federation for Men's Rights) 


«Rarely does a mother consider a son's choice of a wife worthy of the 
distinction conferred upon her. 

Equitas, the world league for the rights of men, with headquarters in 
Vienna, was made up largely of women members, a majority of them 
mothers of marriageable sons. The purpose of Equitas was to defend men 
against the encroachment of women, whom it charged with being in league 
to pre-empt all world power and dominion. 

Equitas' offices bristled with such potent warnings as “Singer Shoots 
Her Husband, “Husband Poisoners of Nagyrev,” “Orgies of an 18-year-Old 
Girl.” A weekly journal, “Self Defense,” kept members and public informed 
on status of men's rights in various parts of the world. Now Equitas has 
folded to make way for a woman's shoe store in the quarters it occupied.» 
(syndicated (Newspaper Alliance), The Milwaukee Journal (Wi.), Oct. 10, 
1930, p. 10, ibid.) 


The falsity of feminist equality propaganda is only a part of the prob- 
lem. It is certainly important to realise that women have always been biologi- 
cally, culturally and socially enormously privileged and that they have extre- 
me power of dominance in central questions of life, which is innate, biologi- 
cally given, of which we are only unaware because it is repressed. It is also 
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important to understand that the staging of (sometimes only apparent) male 
power is a display of courtship demanded by women and is necessary for ba- 
lance, but must not be taken at face value. Male courtship consists of 
showing strength, although in fact it is the woman who decides, e.g. in flirta- 
tion, as biologists know. Our intuition, however, does not want to accept 
these facts and allows itself to be blinded. Feminism also springs from such 
errors. 


All male efforts to balance and strengthen are fragile results of hard toil. 
Women, on the other hand, have their dominance because they are women. It 
falls into their laps, e.g. by the mere fact of being fertile and thus attractive. 
For men, sexual selection means heavy toil in fierce competition. Likewise, 
for men, female privilege means heavy additional burdens to shoulder and 
harsher treatment by society, law and justice. 


But all these problems of equality fall short. As “Culture And The 
Sexes” demonstrated in Chapters 3 and 4, complementary culture is a human 
universal, moreover part of becoming human, a driving force in the emer- 
gence of the human being. Complementary structure, and with it unifying 
tasks and responsibilities between the sexes and sex groups, are necessary 
conditions for the maturation and emergence of important feelings.As the 
complementary structure has been destroyed, essential bonds between the 
sexes and human beings have also been destroyed, cut, and mature feelings 
no longer arise. 


This explains many symptoms of today's societies, ego-centricity, the 
dwindling understanding and rising mistrust between the sexes. From the 
beginning, in several waves, this feminist cultural revolution has swept away 
everything that is necessary for healthy human coexistence. People have 
been mutilated, especially the generations after the respective feminist 
waves. Part of the recurring basic pattern is that the generation after a femi- 
nist wave is susceptible to other ideologies because they are looking for a 
straw to which uprooted people can cling. This can be seen very clearly in 
both left-wing radicalism and right-wing radicalism as far back as the 1920s 
and 1930s. Today, other ideologies seem to be taking over this role, including 
extremist Islamists. Violence is used to try to create or consolidate something 
that is obviously broken, but without rationally understanding what it is, so 
that irrational, bent and hateful substitute ideologies with substitute enemies 
create the unity that no longer exists naturally, through love, unifying positi- 
ve and mature feelings. 
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Equality is an illusion that produces disposed fathers who are payment 
slaves for their exclusion. Equality is an illusion that gives women total 
dominance, in sexual as well as social choice, which makes men dependent. 
Equality is an illusion because the sexes are different, female dominance is 
biologically innate, but male counterbalance would have to be built up 
through hard work and culture. From the beginning, feminism has exacer- 
bated an already existing imbalance in their favour. 

Equality is an illusion because it gives women sole decision-making on 
matters that affect men, who are thus made dependent on women and have 
no counterweight. Sex equality is an utopia that creates extreme inequality. 


Therefore, it is insufficient to limit oneself to an agenda of “men's 
rights”, which have been heavily trampled underfoot and need to be fully re- 
stored, but this is far from sufficient to heal the cultural and interpersonal 
damage caused by feminist waves run amok, all of which were blinded, mis- 
takenly seeing oppressors as victims, the oppressed as perpetrators, and vital, 
wholesome culture as a system of oppression to be destroyed. 


The damage is so immense and consequential that all effects of all ideo- 
logical waves must be examined, tested, and re-evaluated without bias. Prin- 
ciples and decisions that prove harmful must never be irreversible; those who 
argue so are acting irresponsibly and disqualifying themselves. 


A new generation, uprooted from feminism, has grown up, replacing the 
former majority that was silenced, indoctrination erasing unstable cultural 
remnants from the time before the last feminist wave. People have grown up 
who have never known natural feelings between the sexes — outside of nucle- 
ar family or relationship — nor developed them themselves. Many young men 
have grown up groundless and without role models, betrayed by life. There- 
fore, there are many angry victims of the cultural revolution who understan- 
dably do not see how, with the current feminist plundering laws, they should 
feed a woman who herself brings in nothing, not even (sexual and mental) 
fidelity. This means that the image of a loving housewife, which was sorely 
missed a generation ago, is dead. For in the feminist age there is only a cari- 
cature of it, with exaggerated demands, but without anything in return. Al- 
ready in the first volume, the author did not defend the housewife role, which 
is currently considered traditional, because it was an end product of cultural 
decay and earlier feminist waves. 


If men are now dropping out of society, the author wishes them luck. 
They are doing, with reversed signs and unfortunately alone, still without 
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women, what the hippie generation also did: turning their backs on a broken 
technical civilisation. The ‘love generation’ also originally tried to rediscover 
lost masculinity, for which there was little room in office work. In the same 
way, hippie girls initially tried to revive lost feminine pursuits. Both sought 
them from primitive tribes around the world. But from 1968 onwards, this 
naive movement was overrun by very aggressive and extremely fanatically 
assertive feminist ideologues. Since then, the flower children have been 
brainwashed, as is now the whole of society.The flower children failed be- 
cause they neither saw through feminism nor understood the complementary 
roles that was human universal of all cultures, including especially their anci- 
ent tribes. 


This failure also threatens the male dropouts like MGTOW from a femi- 
nist society if they do not understand, and are thus ahead of feminists first, 
how all human life is built on sex complementarity. I am not advocating sub - 
servience, nor am I advocating women's privilege in the classical style. We 
need to become aware of the innately skewed view and thus overcome it. 


What is crucial, however, is that in the original model, as it existed for 
hundreds of thousands of years, sexual complementarity does not mean 
feeding a lazy woman who is not willing or able to do anything, or is too 
comfortable, or is simply not willing to do anything for the man who is not 
worth the trouble of giving something herself to her husband or boyfriend. 
Culture, as it has existed since our species came into being, means a mutual 
give and take, an exchange far beyond the family. It means male domains, 
tasks and powers facing female dominance, in selection, in childbearing and 
because of innately skewed perceptions. Although traditional culture — and 
by this I do not mean the already severely disturbed one of the last centuries 
— has privileged women, it has given men important counterbalances to 
female dominance, male gifts and spheres of power, which are, however, 
more fragile and require hard work. 


Human beings are mutilated without a culture of reciprocity. To insist 
only on ‘equality’, or to want to found a society for oneself alone, or with 
only one sex, is a ‘stillborn child’. 


MGTOW's arguments, sufferings and motivations are well understood. 
But if they want to succeed, they must rebuild the culture of mutuality de- 
stroyed by feminism and short-sighted purely economic civilisation, other- 
wise we are all doomed. 
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Yet, let no one ask us to rebuild an unjust culture that discriminates 
against men, as it has been in the past. After feminism has caused total 
damage to culture, virtually forbidding any complementarity, the new culture 
must be just, must no longer give privilege or one-sided indulgence to 
women, mothers and fertile girls. 


It is precisely abstract forms of exchange that are well suited to creating 
balance. It is important that exchange is not limited to marriage, friendship or 
family, but encompasses groups of the sexes in larger communities, relates 
them to each other, and creates a reliable mutual exchange of gifts and mutu- 
al help. 


It is too early for details and this is not the right place. Feminist ideolo- 
gy must first disappear so that a reasonable and objective solution can be 
sought, discussed and realised. Until then, feminist ideology must first be re- 
futed and overcome in its central areas, then in all the ramifications and 
nooks and crannies where the virus has taken hold and carried out its destruc- 
tive work. 


Feminism went in the wrong direction from the beginning, was the 
whim of the dominant group who had too much luxury, leisure and privileges 
at the expense of the oppressed burros of history, the men, to stage them sel- 
ves as victims while enjoying their privileges, dominance and the compliant 
fulfilment of all desires, no matter how crass, to oppress the oppressed even 
more, to denigrate them as ‘enemies’ and ‘oppressors’, to chase them en mas- 
se profitably out of marriages, families and relationships, and then to have 
the oppressed and excluded victims pay them handsomely for their hatred, 
their hostile ideology, the unjustly arrogated victim role. The oppressed, 
however, paid for their own oppression. 


This must never happen again; it was a rampage of irrationality and in- 
nately skewed perception of real sex relations. We are not turning back the 
clock; young men like MGTOW don't want that any more than feminists do. 
There is no way back to the unjust conditions of female privilege that 
spawned feminist madness! That is over, can and must never be again! Such 
things must never be repeated! 


What is needed is a truly balanced system: without female privilege. 
Abstract complementary structures are absolutely necessary, also because 
they give stability. Without group exchange, as in hundred thousands years of 
sexual division of labour in our species, there is no stable society. The social 
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model of the 19th and 20th centuries was unstable and collapsed. It is irre- 
deemably lost. The ‘traditional model’ along the lines of the last two hundred 
years has now proved its inability to withstand feminist waves several times. 


Hardly anyone wants to go back to the recent past. Yet we must take 
human nature into account and learn with humility and wisdom from the 
culture that has been developed since time immemorial. Those who disregard 
human nature and experience since primordial times act arrogantly or 
stupidly and will fail. 


Even before this book can finally appear, the statement for our country 
has already been overtaken by a new disaster, because an immigration of 
millions of mainly young men has overrun us and created an enormous 
surplus of men in the age group. This means that the last means of stopping 
the feminist dictatorship by denying procreation and love has been lost. Now 
the feminist women have more men in the country than they need, can ignore 
the exit of MGTOW. The local men, already deceived all their lives, have 
been deceived again. The power of feminist women has been a disaster and 
downfall for our country and our civilisation. 
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Campaigns of Feminist Ideology 
in The War Against Men 


Murder 


fis with other issues, feminists’ approach to murder is opposite, depending 
on whether it is female perpetrators and male victims, or vice versa male per- 
petrators and female victims. Female perpetrators are excused; acquittal is 
urged if possible, or phantasies of crime are hailed as “pedagogically valua- 
ble” “works of art”, such as Valerie Solana's (mass murder) androcide fanta- 
sy, which became a Swedish school play. In such cases, there was often 
acclaim for murder. (see “Culture And The Sexes”) Conversely, a campaign 
of fear and agitation against the man per se is being fomented, which has an 
impact on daily entertainment programmes of the mass media, as evidenced 
at the end of the chapter on domestic violence. 


«All too clichéd ... The obsessive reporter drives a Porsche, of course, 
has problems with men and knows immediately that the accused is guilty.» 
(Letter from a reader about “The court reporteress”, H6r Zu 37 / 1994) 


Since the 1990s at the latest, the portrayal of men and sex relations in 
the media has been terrible; the loss of good portrayals is again several deca- 
des older. Both were caused by the spread of feminist views in mass media. 


«Literature 

... A woman, Nicola, beautiful and man-crushing because she is indiffe- 
rent to men 

... everything is supposed to be quite true and real: the passion of Nico- 
la, which is rather a crusade against men» (Focus 30 / 1995, p. 81) 


Worldwide, about 8 out of 10 murder victims are male, not even taking 
into account war situations. 


«Worldwide, about 8 out of 10 murder victims are male, not even taking 
into account war situations.»”’ (Der Spiegel, UN, 2012) 


23 https://www.spiegel.de/panorama/gesellschaft/uno-untersuchung-zu- 
toetungsdelikten-2012-a-963708 html 
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Yet feminists pretend that women are specifically at risk. When men are 
killed in war zones but women are not, they neglect the male casualties and 
twist the conflict into a “war on women” of their false subjective and callous 
perception, even when, as in Bosnia, all the men and male youths of the con- 
quered city were killed but not women, so that the label “war on men” would 
be objectively accurate, if such a distinction is made. 


For decades, feminists have been in the business of justifying women's 
murders of men (among many others: “Charlton / O'Brien’), or mutilation of 
the sleeping husband, as “self-defence”, as headlined for once in cases like 
(Lorena Bobbitt). 


«the automatic feminist response was that “a man made her do it”. 
This fed into the notion that women should never be imprisoned because 
they were never truly guilty. 

This trope was used to defend people like Sara Thornton and Ruth Ellis, 
both murderers whom feminism had decided had been ‘forced’ to com- 
mit murder. Then there was the Charlton / O'Brien case in which a woman 
hacked up her lover with an axe because he refused to marry her. She 
had tied him up while he slept, woke him and delivered an ultimatum, and 
then carried it out by murdering him. Feminists at the time found it a little 
difficult to explain how a bound man had “made her do it” but still 
managed it all the same.»™ (blogs.telegraph) 


Many facts are unknown to the public, found, if at all, only randomly 
hidden in comments when researching something else. Let's check the state- 
ment of the blog comment: 


«Axe killer cleared of murder 

Former escort girl Janet Charlton, who admitted bludgeoning her 
lover to death with an axe, was today cleared of murder... Mr O'Brien, 41, 
was found with the axe embedded in his head, lying naked, gagged, 
blindfolded and handcuffed at the house he shared with Charlton in Mid- 
gley, Wakefield, on May 23 last year. He had been hit more than 20 times. 
The prosecution alleged that Charlton killed Mr O'Brien in “revenge” becau- 
se he intended to end their relationship and return to a former girlfriend.»” 
(Daily Mail) 


24 moonunit, http://blogs.telegraph.co.uk/news/cristinaodone/100196651/diane- 
abbott-gives-her-feminist-sisters-a-good-kicking/ 
25 http:/Awww.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-116947/Axe-killer-cleared-murder.html 
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First the sleeping man was bound and gagged, then cowardly murdered 
bestially with 20 axe blows. Feminists defended and excused them anyway. 
So blatant was their instinctive conviction that violence against men was 
good and justified, whereas the very fantasy was a systematic crime if the 
victim was a woman. 


In fact, every feminist claim was and is a lie whose opposite is true. 
When feminists blathered about a “war against women”, it was nonsense, a 
mass murder of all men and male youths had just been committed in Bosnia, 
but feminists only lamented the surviving women against whom the war was 
supposedly directed. In fact, it was a war against men! Feminist agitation 
against men (see chapter on hatred in all volumes of the cycle) was and is a 
form of war against men. Feminist influence on legislation and jurisprudence 
to let murderers go unpunished was and is a war against men. Feminists have 
demonstrably waged and continue to wage ideological war against men. In 
contrast, there has never been a “war against women”, a crazy mythological 
invention, a fantasy of deluded ideologues, subsidised by the state up to the 
universities. 


Some such cases of murders, where the murderers of their boyfriends or 
husbands often go free, are shown in the following overview by activists — 
the media and the public feed us with feminist distortions: 


«Alcoholic who stabbed dad is freed. Sentinel, The (Stoke-on-Trent UK); Feb 
5, 2009; ... She stabbed him in the back 

Suspect in 1988 Walnut Creek slaying of S.F. officer deported Oakland Tribu- 
ne; Feb 3, 2009; she shot him and then pretended he was the victim of a foiled 
robbery 

Regional digest (LOCAL NEWS) Telegram & Gazette (Worcester, MA); Jan 
31, 2009; she stabbed him twice in the back. 

Police and Courts Charleston Daily Mail; Jan 27, 2009; she stabbed him four 
times 

La. woman allegedly shoots boyfriend over sleep AP Online; Jan 27, 2009; 

Woman shoots boyfriend for not letting her sleep Daily Breeze; Jan 26, 2009; 
Courtesy Courtesy 

The Hindustan Times; Jan 26, 2009; she shot her boyfriend, “because he was 
bothering her and wouldn't let her sleep,”»»° 


26 http://blog.fathersforlife.org/2009/02/09/woman-charged-with-murdering-her- 
husband/ 
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“Released”, “expelled” (for another, earlier offence) or even “acquitted” 
is a worryingly common reaction when women kill men; conversely, there 
would be much harsher prosecutions and punishments. The frequency of 
such incidents is evident from the short time intervals. The list is not exhaus- 
tive, media coverage even less so when men are victims. Such murders by 
women against men are apparently more widespread than we want to admit; 
the murderers are supported by feminists, sometimes celebrated. Whether in 
the USA or in the FRG (Alice Schwarzer, Emma), defence and blatant 
approval, even praise of the cowardly murder of a sleeping man has been 
known for a long time. 


Feminism against violence and murder? Wrong! Violence and murder 
are welcome if it is against men, against family, against culture and against 
nature and if it is committed by women. Then feminists defend the perpetra- 
tors, put all the blame on the murder victims, and with pressure groups and 
campaigns ensure the release of the perpetrators, or at least a lenient punish- 
ment, even more lenient than the justice system, which has always traditio- 
nally favoured women and protected them cavalierly, would have provided 
as lenient treatment anyway. Feminism turns out to be a sex-racist ideology 
of hatred, unfortunately promoted by the state from isolated extremism to 
vulgar populism, whose campaigns have always been pretexts. 


In “Culture And The Sexes” it was reported how Valerie Solana's male 
eradication pamphlet is uncritically disseminated in the media, celebrated, 
and even performed as an educationally “valuable” play for pubescent girls, 
or staged with them. All this is unbelievable. However, the spread of such 
hatred is much more extensive and banal than in such extremist writings. Our 
mass media such as television, films and entertainment books have been full 
of it every day since the 1990s. (See chapters on feminist hatred in all volu- 
mes of this series.) 
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Rape, Molestation, Abuse 


Sor decades, the topic of “rape” has served feminist campaigns and incite- 
ment against men to a particularly high degree. It was a ready-made meal be- 
cause, by definition, men could be given the role of perpetrator. (Legally, it 
used to be defined in some places by penetration, which excluded women 
from prosecution). In other campaigns, it regularly turned out that feminist 
insinuations were false, that men were victims more often than women and 
that women were perpetrators just as often or more often. Moreover, rape has 
always been heavily ostracised, whipping up emotions that impede factual 
reflection, making it a suitable “lifeline” when all other issues of feminism 
ultimately turned out to be boomerang tosses where the boomerang flew in 
circles and hit the thrower herself. 


Let us now look at the situation with the issue that is a feminist all-pur- 
pose weapon to divert attention from lost arguments. 


Just as feminists do not advocate equality but used it as a pretext in the 
war against nature, culture and man, feminists are not against rape! No, femi- 
nists cheered rape en masse according to their own definition of the term! 
They do it in public and still today! For example, in celebrated and mass-per- 
formed famous plays at universities, in schools, in public — when it is com- 
mitted by women and has feminist intent. 


Don't you believe it? Let yourself be surprised how publicly the well- 
known feminist tendency is spread. 


Rape in deed with child abuse is praised in the “world famous” feminist 
play “Vagina Monologues”! 


To make it short, the most important thing first. Rape is "good" if it is 
lesbian and alienates women from men. Then it says in the Vagina Monolo- 
gues, where a 13-year-old gets drunk on alcohol and is then seduced by a 
woman. “If it was rape, it was good rape.” It's as simple as that. 


If it was a man, there would be charges of paedophilia. A man would be 
prosecuted as a child molester, punished, and lynched by the public at least 
psychologically. Perhaps he would also be lynched physically. A thirteen- 
year-old girl! The man would be called a “pig!”, a “sow!” and a “scumbag!”’, 
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there would be cries to castrate him, to lock him up, and some would even 
want to lynch him”’ and see him dead. 


Sex with a minor is compounded by making her drunk! But that's not 


all: it's lesbian, homosexual, thus breaking the natural bond between the se- 
xes, reversing their sexual orientation. And therefore it is suddenly “good” 
and problem-free according to a “perverted ideology” in an era brainwashed 
by it. 


27 Mehrere Hysterién (dieser Begriff ist nachweislich angemessen) stellten den 


Mann als Bedrohung hin. Eine davon ist, Manner als ,,potentielle Vergewaltiger” 
zu verunglimpfen (um tatsachlich die weibliche sexuelle Dominanz auf eine to- 
talitaére Spitze zu treiben). Eine andere, besonders peinliche, weil sie besonders 
emporend wirkt, Alarmglocken klingeln 1a%t und den Verstand ausschaltet, ist 
die Verdachtigung von Mannern als ,,Kinderschander”’. Ihren H6hepunkt hatte 
die feministische Benutzung der Hysterie in den 1980er und 1990er Jahren, als 
feministische Untergrundratgeber kursierten, die empfahlen, falsche Anschuldi- 
gungen bei Scheidungen zu benutzen, weil mit dieser fiir den Mann verheeren- 
den Liige die Frau sich Sorgerecht und feudale Unterhaltsanspriiche sichern 
konnte. Sogar wenn das Gericht die Ltige durchschaute, war die finanzielle Be- 
lohnung mitsamt alleinigem Sorgerecht so gut wie sicher — eine Art Atomwaffe 
des Geschlechterkriegs. 

Diese Hysterie wurde nicht nur von Neonazis aufgegriffen, die gern mit Angsten 
hausieren, sondern scheint in breiten Kreisen der Bevélkerung angekommen zu 
sein. Die Folgen zeigt ein Pressebericht. Lynchmentalitat trifft sehr haufig ganz- 
lich Unschuldige: 

«Padophilie-Vorwurf: Vater bei Spaziergang mit Tochter angegriffen 

Beim Spazierengehen mit seiner Tochter ist ein 50-Jahriger von mehreren Men- 
schen attackiert und als Kinderschander beschimpft worden. Ein Mann schlug 
ihm ins Gesicht. 

Ein Mann ist in der Anwesenheit seiner zehnjahrigen Tochter als Padophiler be- 
schimpft und geschlagen worden. Die beiden waren zu Fuf in Freising bei Miin- 
chen unterwegs, als der 50-Jahrige von einer Gruppe iiberfallen wurde. 
gam/dpa» (http://www.spiegel.de/panorama/justiz/freising-vater-wird-beim-spa- 
ziergang-mit-tochter-angegriffen-a- 1043244. html) 

Frauen werden nicht verdachtigt; diese Hysterie richtet sich gegen M&nner. Da- 
bei wurden und werden padophile Frauen von Feministinnen entkriminalisiert 
und vielfach gebilligt oder gar gepriesen — siehe z.B. die bekannten und von Fe- 
ministen gepriesenen Vagina-Monologe. Inzwischen sind auf Facebook sogar 
Rocker unterwegs gewesen, die nach Leuten suchten, die als ,,padophil” verun- 
glimpft und in Lynchjustiz bedroht werden kénnen. Dafiir reichte es, der Lynch- 
justizstimmung zu widersprechen, weil anders zu denken bereits fiir den Vorwurf 
reichte, wohl ,,selbst padophil” zu sein. 
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A man would be declared the most hated ‘beast’ in the republic. But 
when a woman does it, it is feministically ‘correct’, then it is a highly famous 
play that has been performed en masse for many years and celebrated by the 
media. (Only after massive protest was the age rating subsequently raised 
and the word ‘rape’ omitted, but not the act of rape). 

Feminists have never been about protecting any human being in the 
world from rape. Rape is a boon to them when it serves the war on men and 
culture. The whole campaign, like all feminist campaigns, was just a pretext 
in their culture war. 


«Feminists Who Celebrate Rape 

by Wendy McElroy 

In the award-winning radical feminist play by Eve Ensler entitled The 
Vagina Monologues, a 24-year-old woman plies a 13-year-old girl with al- 
cohol, then sexually seduces her. By statute and by feminist definition, 
this “seduction” is rape. Yet, from the stage, the little girl declares, “Now 
people say it was a kind of rape ... Well, I say if it was rape, it was a good 
rape...” Apparently, the reference to “good rape” has been deleted from some 
performances but the surrounding language makes the rape's goodness 
clear. For example, the little girl eulogizes her orgasm: 

“She gently and slowly lays me out on the bed...” She gratefully 
concludes, “I'll never need to rely on a man.”’»»”* 


It was only due to strong protest that the explicit praise as “good rape” 
was subsequently removed from the play, but the rape itself was still retained 
as an important part of the feminist propaganda work. At a later stage (accor- 
ding to Wikipedia) the age was then raised from 13 to 16 due to protests, 
which does not change the principle of reversing sexual orientation through 
the abuse of minors with an explicitly feminist background. The sexual abuse 
of the girl is supposed to show her that she does not need men. Hostility to- 
wards men and the fight against heterosexuality as the “pedagogical task” of 
sexual child abuse! 


Since such a “work” has been frequently performed and celebrated for 
decades, it is advisable to read the above article again. 


Rape is “good” as long as it is committed by women and benefits femi- 


nism because girls are reversed in sexual orientation, thus swayed away from 
men and indoctrinated into feminism. 


28  http://www.wendymcelroy.com/rockwell/mcelroy000403 html 


72 


Sexual abuse of minors is “good”, as long as it is committed by women, 
girls are sexually reversed in a lesbian direction and feminist indoctrinated. 


«How brazenly the accusation of sexual abuse is dealt with in the fe- 
minist and lesbian milieu ... reported a shocked author in Cosmopolitan ma- 
gazine. She had stumbled across unsavouriness in a women's calendar. On 
bumpy forty lines under the title “Between Fear and Lust”, a woman descri- 
bed the delights of the incestuous relationship with her five-year-old 
daughter. The “everyday caresses and erotic games” gave her “unbridled 
pleasure”. She described in detail one of these bed scenes, which culminated 
in French kissing and masturbation. She felt absolutely guilt-free about it: 
“My daughter and I, we do what we find beautiful.”» (Matthias Matussek, 
The Fatherless Society, p. 191) 


Rape in combination with sexual child abuse is “good” if a woman 
makes men a bit more superfluous, the molested girl “gets along without 
men”. Sexual misuse is allowed to the miss. 


A man who formally did the same would be a felon, although the inten- 
tion of sexual reversion exists only on the feminist side. A man would pre- 
ferably be lynched as a felon.” Yet in the case of women who are hailed as 
artists and who publicly propagate the same thing, even at state expense, at 
educational institutions for our children and young people, at universities and 
schools, intentional reversal of sexual orientation and ideological indoctrina- 
tion are added to the mix. 


This are not isolated cases, but is a partly consciously, partly unconsci- 
ously widespread attitude that seeks to punish only men, while praising wo- 
men for the same actions as “liberating”. Founders of feminist ideology have 
even formulated this as a principle: 


«The incest taboo is a particularized form of repression, one which 
functions as the bulwark of all the other repressions. ... The incest taboo does 
the worst work of the culture: ... The destruction of the incest taboo is essen- 
tial to the development of cooperative human community based on the free- 
flow of ... androgynous eroticism.» (Andrea Dworkin, Woman Hating, Pen- 


29 «Shock video! Angry mob lynches sex offender 
Angry citizens in Mexico have beaten an alleged rapist to death. They kick 
and beat the man for hours. A video shows shocking images.» 
(http://news.de.cc/go/ss8gjb8n/3fxzy8ao) When it concerns minors, the reaction 
is even more violent. 
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guin Books, 1974 p. 189, Chapter entitled “Androgyny, Androgyne F....ng 
and Community” ) 


Compare this to the fact that feminists in the 1980s and 1990s massively 
advised false accusations of sexual abuse (=incest) in order to secure sole 
custody and maintenance, to see how outrageously nonsensical and abysmal- 
ly evil feminist campaigns are; later this method was replaced by false accu- 
sations of domestic violence, because this is less dangerous, since the lie 
does not have to be confirmed by the children. 


«It is clear from the above that Andrea Dworkin, who Gloria Steinem 
said is the person who best articulates feminism, is advocating family break- 
down and even parent-child incest.»*° (laiglesforum) 


Feminism promoted and pursues the breakdown of the family and mo- 
ther-child incest. Feminism behaves like a political sect. 


«Gloria Steinem repeatedly compared her style to that of the Old Testa- 
ment prophets»?! (Gloria Steinem on Andrea Dworkin) 


A central taboo that is indispensable for human life, culture, family and 
health is being fought. 


«the incest taboo is now necessarily only in order to preserve the family; 
and if we did away with the family we would in effect be doing away with 
repressions»*” (Shulamith Firestone, The Dialectics of Sex) 


Several central and leading feminists of the second wave and likewise 
of the third wave take similar positions. 


«Butler interprets the incest prohibition's operation as an enforcement of 
gender identity and heterosexuality. ... Butler is arguing that it is the incest 
prohibition which creates heterosexuality.» (Vikki Bell, Interrogating Incest: 
Feminism, Foucault, and the Law) 


Feminist writings carefully differentiate between women and men. If 
women are perpetrators, it is decriminalised, presented as a “liberating trans- 
gression”. If, on the other hand, a man is a perpetrator, he is portrayed as evil 


30 http://laiglesforum.com/category/family/page/3 
31 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Andrea_Dworkin, version 3/2015 
32 Shulamith Firestone, The Dialectics of Sex 
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personified, as a “typical ‘patriarchal’ oppressor”. Invented memories were 
asserted against the facts, the lives of wrongly accused men were destroyed, 
and at the same time the invented, supposed (female) victims were traumati- 
sed by a fiction. Such false accusations, which imputed “perpetrators” as 
well as chimerical “victims” plague for their lives, were spread as a scam al- 
most epidemically. 


«FALSE MEMORY TOOK ROOT in roughly 25 percent of the subjects in this 
study»** (bennett.com) 


To blame men, false memories were promoted, suggested and used. 


«False memories are also a normality that affects each of us. ... Many fami- 
lies have been destroyed by it.»** (neuro24) 


The exposure of the phenomenon of false memories has been massively 
obstructed by feminists. 


«But in mainstream feminist circles, it is still considered taboo to chal- 
lenge the veracity of any recovered memories.»** (culteducation) [Very often 
these are imaginary and have no basis whatsoever. ] 


A veritable battue began. 


«people today are being accused and even imprisoned on ‘evidence’ 
provided by memories from dreams and flashbacks — memories that didn't 
exist before therapy. What is going on here? 

We live in a strange and precarious time that resembles at its heart the 
hysteria and superstitious fervor of the witch trials of the sixteenth and se- 
venteenth centuries.»** (Elizabeth Loftus, Skeptical Inquirer Volume 19.2, March / 
April 1995) 


Reputable scientific magazines report and give the phenomenon a name. 


«Recovered Memory Syndrome 


33 https://web.archive.org/web/20050217161017/http://www.bennett.com/re- 
search/falsemem.htm 

34 = http://www.neuro24.de/show_glossar.php?id=559 

35 http://culteducation.com/group/1255-false-memories/6420-feminism-fanati- 
cism-and-false-memories.html 

36 http://www.csicop.org/si/show/remembering_ dangerously 
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A Modern Witch Hunt 

Posted Jan 06, 2010... 

Many people were actually told that if they didn't remember being mo- 
lested as a child, it was proof positive that they had been. Lawyers and law 
enforcement then joined the bandwagon and a full-fledged Witch-Hunt be- 
gan.»*’ (psychologytoday) 


The general method of ambiguous morality, which declares it good and 
liberating when women do something, but deplores the same as a horrific cri- 
me in men, often accusing men unjustly in outright incitement, applies to 
many areas. Incest is only one of them, but the pattern of argumentation is 
typically and universally feminist. 


st as typically feminist to destroy the foundations of human life, mental 
and physical health, family and culture. Combating the important incest ta- 
boo is only one case of a comprehensive principle of destruction that is also 
used against all natural and cultural relations of the sexes, against comple- 
mentarity, division of labour, a cultural exchange of doing things for each 
other, natural feelings, esteem, respect, trust and much more. 


«Discussing the poetry of Sharon Olds, who often uses incest imagery, 
[Gale] Swiontkowski suggests, “An advocacy of incest by men, as in porno- 
graphy, is a regressive move ... The advocacy of symbolic incest by women 
is an enlightening and advancing move because it breaches the social restric- 
tions on women that determine their subservience in a patriarchy” (136) ... 

As such, for Sharon Olds, and perhaps other creators and readers, fema- 
le incest fantasies can be empowering.» (Noah Berlatsky, Wonder Woman: 
Bondage and Feminism ...) 


Men or pornography are assumed to advocate incest, even though it is 
forbidden and ostracised. Academic feminist writings, in contrast, not only 
describe such fantasies or even acts in women as “liberating”, but sometimes 
see them as the starting point for breaking heterosexual relations. Since this 
breaking is a major feminist concern, such methods are both intentional and 
significant. 

«Significantly perhaps, the dysfunction starts with sexual “disorder.” 
Lesbianism is already a violation of the heterosexual codes that patriarchy in- 
sists on (indeed, requires) because it challenges progressive reproductive 


37 https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/look-it-way/201001/recovered- 
memory-syndrome 
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time, but female-female incest is a serious violation within the traditional 
(and especially late Victorian) point of view.» (Victoria Hesford, Lisa Died- 
rich, Feminist Time Against Nation Time: Gender, Politics and the Nation- 
State in an Age Of Permanent War, p. 69) 


Feminism twists facts into their opposite and accuses others of what 
they themselves do, on top of that, systematically pursue and elevate to a 
principle. 


Almost verbatim the same thing is written by a feminist in another book 
on another subject, whereby we see on the one hand how platitudes are co- 
pied, and on the other hand how typical and widespread these platitudes are. 


«Significantly, the dysfunction starts with sexual “disorder.” Lesbianism 
is already a violation of the heterosexual codes that patriarchy insists on (in- 
deed, requires) because it challenges progressive reproductive time, but fe- 
male-female incest is a serious violation of the traditional mores. Meckler's 
focus on sex between the sisters shifts the address in a feminist direction and 
disturbs the traditional form ... Here sex between sisters no longer figures as 
taboo, and Meckler's depiction of the relationship enables viewers 
Through postmodernist genre mixing, Meckler's feminist context reveals 
itself, enabling such explicit and uncondemned incestuous desire... The sis- 
ters move beyond both cultural and generic stereotypes, reject their place 
prescribed by patriarchal relations ... In freeing the women from the strangle- 
hold of the household, should such terrible violence be foresworn? Or, in 
postfeminist times, can the woman's film, as a generic form of imagining, le- 
gitimately utilize, indeed offer as liberatory, precisely such violence? For as 
Meckler builds up to the terrifying murders using horror conventions, so she 
expands the woman's film.» (Christine Gledhill, E. Ann Kaplan, Gender 
Meets Genre in Postwar Cinemas, p. 77 — 78) 


Feminism wages war against men, the foundations of culture and 
against human nature. That's what it's been about all along. Arbitrary topics, 
as well as abuse, are only used to smear men, while leading founding femi- 
nists want to methodically spread and legalise incest and abuse in fundamen- 
tal doctrines, if it only comes from feminist women. Those who fall for their 
ideology are not fighting incest and abuse, but promoting it on an unimagina- 
bly large scale. The same applies to all other feminist campaigns. 


So blatantly feminists exaggerated an age-old bias in favour of women 
and disadvantage of men in central areas of life, culture and society right into 
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the judiciary and the definition of what constitutes a crime, or what is consi- 
dered an accepted, praiseworthy behaviour. 


For men are always judged more harshly than women in every society 
due to an evolutionarily formed, innate perceptual bias, while women are pri- 
vileged and much more likely to be excused. 


This went and goes — in every culture of all epochs — so far that areas 
assigned to men were and are much more regulated and sanctioned. It began 
with the definition of crime and praiseworthy, honourable activity: actions 
that were considered only masculine, i.e. not to be expected of women, were 
often criminalised, i.e. declared a crime, insofar as they were not useful to 
the state. In contrast, acts that were considered feminine, that could be expec- 
ted of women in particular, were valorised, sung about poetically, attributed 
goodness or at least excusability to them. (see Martin van Creveld, The Privi- 
leged Sex) 


A crass consequence of such a biologically inherent tendency to discri- 
minate against men and privilege women is when the same offence in the 
case of women is praised at state expense at universities, while in the case of 
men it is punished as the most serious offence and viewed by the public with 
a lynch mentality. Especially when on the female side there is even some- 
thing worse, namely deliberate ideological indoctrination and reversal of se- 
xual orientation. 


Feminist smear campaigns fomented a climate of fear and terror; they 
redefined rape so that any approach could be construed as harassment or 
even attempted rape; the infamous “date rape” soon threatened kissing, phy- 
sical touching, pretty much anything men might do to approach a woman in 
flirtation with punishment. Male sexuality was interpreted as “violence”, ra- 
dical feminists condemned all heterosexuality as “violence”. (E.g. Dworkin, 
and many other leading founders of feminism. See “Culture And The Sexes”, 
chapter 6) This book series also describes how a climate of “Moscow show 
trials” was created at universities, not only in the USA (Matthias Matussek in 
Der Spiegel), how such redefinition of “rape” enslaves an entire sex, creates 
a climate of mistrust, thoroughly poisons and destroys the relationship bet- 
ween the sexes. 


«The weaponry is getting heavier, the occasions for the war of the sexes 
more trivial. Often a bad joke, an effusive compliment or a languorous look 
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is enough to brand someone as a sex offender. Six-year-olds are suspended 
from class because of a harmless kiss.» (Maxi 5 / 1997) 


The absurdity is further increased by the biological fact that women do- 
minate flirtation and mating through sexual selection. Feminist suppression 
of all male courtship behaviour increases female dominance immeasurably. 
Further increase is given by a female tendency to harass, which, unlike natu- 
ral male courtship behaviour, is not a necessary behaviour in mating. 


«Sexual harassment 

Men more often affected by assault at work than women 

Men are more likely to be victims of sexual harassment at work than 
women. 

by Lin Friday 

A slap on the butt, a lewd remark or an e-mail with an explicit offer: a 
new study shows that more than half of the employees have been harassed at 
work at least once. Surprisingly, according to the survey, men are affected 
more often than women. ... Thus, 49 percent of the female study participants 
have been harassed at the workplace. Among the males, on the other hand, it 
was 56 per cent.»** (wiwo.de) 


Feminist reinterpretation of all sexuality as violence, as long as men are 
involved, made every sexual act without a condom, or in which the condom 
broke, legally rape in particularly feminist Sweden. Scoffers noted that, 
strictly speaking, children could no longer be conceived naturally in Sweden 
without “rape”. 


Worse still, according to Swedish law, but tending to be the case in ma- 
ny Western countries, it is up to the woman to decide what she considers “‘ra- 
pe”. Feminist subjectivity has also destroyed the foundations of law in the ju- 
dicial system and twisted them into ideological arbitrariness. Julian Assange 
experienced the consequences: 


«Sitting outdoors at 02:00 and hardly freezing with the world's 
coolest smartest people, it's amazing! #fb”»*? 


38 http://www.wiwo.de/erfolg/beruf/sexuelle-belaestigung-maenner-haeufiger-von- 
uebergriffen-im-job-betroffen-als-frauen/11450472.html 

39 http://alles-schallundrauch.blogspot.com/2010/12/was-in-schweden-als-verge- 
waltigung-gilt.html#ixzz2nMPizQP3 ; https://archive.fo/M7h9i 
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Assange Case: Evidence Destroyed Over and Over Again 


Sensational news: extraordinary Internet detective work by Géran Rudling. From 30 September 2010. 


[UPDATE: Anna Ardin did in fact make the whole story up as part of her ‘seven step plan for revenge’. See here.] 

Buy It 
One of the women who filed charges against Julian Assange is Anna Ardin. She stood in the elections to the community 
council for the social democrats and she is a public person who should be examined. So I'll publish her name. 


Anna Ardin is christian, feminist, social democrat, animal rights activist, and opponent of abortion on the left political scene. 
She's previously been in charge of equality issues for the student union of Uppsala University - a job she won an award for. 
Today she works for the Brotherhood Movement and ‘burns for peace and justice... for a just, open society of solidarity’. On 
her own blog she describes herself: 


Try It 


‘A political scientist, communicator, entrepreneur, and freelance writer with special knowledge within faith and politics, gender 
equality issues, feminism, and Latin America." 


On Saturday 14 August at 14:00 she wrote the following on her Twitter account 
lérdag 14 augusti 
| om Julian vill ga pa kraftskiva, nan som har ett par lediga platser ikvall el imorgon? 
#fb 


Fran twitter av annaardin - 5 dagar sedan - Kommentera 


‘Julian wants to go to a crayfish party, anyone have a couple of available seats tonight or tomorrow? #fb' 


Early on the morning of Sunday 15 August (02:00) she writes again at Twitter. 
sdéndag 15 augusti 


| oe Sitta ute kl 2 och knappt frysa med varidens coolaste smartaste folk, det ar ju 

amazing! #fb 

Fran twitter av annaardin - 5 dagar sedan - Kommentera 

‘Sitting outdoors at 02:00 and hardly freezing with the world's coolest smartest people, it's amazing! #fb' 
When Anna Ardin files a police complaint against Julian Assange on 20 August these tweets are removed. Why? As far as | can tell, it's not 
common for victims of crime to delete blogs, clean up their cellphones, and try to get witnesses to attest to things that aren't true. Why is it so 
important to remove these particular tweets? 
If you know that the 'reported molestation’ takes place on the night towards 14 August, then it all becomes easier to understand. The tweets 
actually indicate that Anna really liked Julian and that there had been no molestation 24 hours earlier. You can't divine in the tweets that Anna Ardin 
thinks Julian has a 'warped view of womanhood and can't take no for an answer’. The tweets are more an attempt by Ardin to shine in the brilliance 


of Julian Assange. Why else would she publish them on the Internet? The tweets don't match Anna's story given to the police on 20 August. So she 
simply deletes them 


His new acquaintance and bedfellow enthusiastically tweeted how won- 
derful he was, only to finish him off a week later with a subsequent reinter- 
pretation of the consensual sex that thrilled her as “rape”, according to a fe- 
minist revenge guide she herself had posted on the internet. (next paragraph; 
for further evidence, see other books in this series) 


«Accusations against Wikileaks founder Assange. 

How to incriminate a man in Sweden 

Swedish newspapers have reported on the backstory of the accusations 
against the controversial Wikileaks founder Julian Assange. According to 
the report, a feminist, a female prosecutor and a female fan worked to- 
gether to incriminate him, although there is nothing against him.... 

She highlighted that under Swedish law, coercion or rape may be 
committed in a minor case if a woman feels uncomfortable after sex or 
feels taken advantage of. 
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The female Social Democrat is known to have posted a translation 
of “7 Steps to Legal Revenge” — a guide on how to get a man charged — 
on her blog on 12 January 2010.»* (Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, e-pa- 
per, 9.12.2010, by Detlef Borchers) 


What constitutes “rape” is subjectively determined by the woman, after 
the fact. She runs no risk of being prosecuted for false testimony if she fol- 
lows the feminist revenge guide, with “success” assured even if the accusati- 
ons are false. So when Julian's new girlfriend discovers that he is also inter- 
ested in another woman, she runs to the police, which means that he is now 
considered a “rapist” and has therefore had to hide in a foreign embassy for 
years. His life is destroyed. She has had her fun and continues to have every 
opportunity to have “fun”. 


If there is a remnant of verifiable, objective questioning anywhere, ac- 
cusations turn out to be false in frighteningly large numbers: 


«Eugene Kanin (False Rape Allegations, Archives of Sexual Behavior, 
Vol. 23, No. 1, 1994) studied rape allegations in a small US metropolitan 
community covering a 9-year period. In that period, he found that 41 percent 
of the rape allegations made were false — by the complainant's own admissi- 
on! He states: 

These false allegations appear to serve three major functions for the 
complainants: providing an alibi, seeking revenge, and obtaining sympathy 
and attention.» (Peter Zohrab, Sex, Lies & Feminism) 


According to objective criteria, many more accusations are false, even 
according to the exaggerated and currently skewed definitions. Women are 
just as physically aggressive in relationships as men, or more aggressive than 
men. 


«SUMMARY: This bibliography examines 174 scholarly investigations: 
138 empirical studies and 36 reviews and/or analyses, which demonstrate 
that women are as physically aggressive, or more aggressive, than men in 
their relationships with their sponses or male partners. The aggregate sample 
size in the reviewed studies exceeds 163,800.»*! (Martin S. Fiebert, 2005) 


40 https://archive.fo/p8Cvi 
41 http://www.csulb.edu/~mfiebert/assault.htm 
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The psychic aggression in relationships is a domain and a common 
means of pressure for women. 


«Referring to a study of 556 rape allegations conducted by the USA Air 
Force, an investigation by independent reviewers found that 60 percent of 
the original rape allegations were false.» (Stephen Jarosek, Tyrants of Ma- 
triarchy: Debunking Feminism and the Myth of Patriarchal Oppression) 


Shocking figures were reported from India: 


«Out of the 583 rape cases reported in Delhi in 2013, only 12 were 
true.»” (mensxp.com) 


Finally, it was found that men are also more often victims of sexual vio- 
lence than women. 


«Teenage males experience sexual violence more than females, study 
shows 

Published November 21, 2017 12:46pm 

By ERWIN COLCOL, GMA News 

More males within the age of 13 to 24 years old experience sexual vio- 
lence than females, a study of the Council for the Welfare of Children and the 
United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF) showed. ... 

But of this number, 28.7 percent of the male respondents admitted to 
have experienced sexual violence, while only 20.1 percent of the female re- 
spondents said so. ... 

“Most of sexual abuse cases reported to the Child Protection Commit- 
tees in DepEd are of boys. So it is confirmed at least in the school settings,” 
she said. ... Even during dating, males tend to be sexually abused than fema- 
les, the study revealed. 

Attempted sex during dating, for example is more prevalent in males, at 
10.2 percent, than in females, at 9.3 percent. The case is the same for forced 
consummated sex without consent, at 10.5 percent in males and 10.4 percent 
in females.»** (gmanetwork) 


42 http://www.mensxp.com/special-features/today/25489-most-rape-cases- 
reported-in-india-are-false-here-are-some-shocking-statistics.html 

43 http://www.gmanetwork.com/news/lifestyle/content/633929/teenage-males- 
experience-sexual-violence-more-than-females-study-shows/story/ 
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So the feminist narrative was not true on any single point; a false im- 
pression was always created, the one-sidedness of society to their advantage 
was magnified. 

Moreover, the one-sidedness of the judiciary created by massive femi- 
nist pressure and infiltration is exploited in divorces and false accusations are 
advised as a method. 


«Kenneth Pangborn, of the well-known A-Team, confirms this: ... 

In 1981 we (men's movement) began to notice that incest allegations 
were getting to become increasingly common. By 1982 we had traced a 
connection to various “women's shelters” and women's groups. We began to 
hear of underground publications that encouraged women to use this as 
a divorce tactic. We finally in late 1982 obtained several pages of a typed 
and Xeroxed booklet that was circulated. A second, more professionally 
printed booklet came from a female attorney in Phoenix, Arizona. Since that 
time there have been numerous cases documented of feminist lawyers 
being caught fabricating allegations for their clients. 

In the mid 1980's allegations of incest skyrocketed. Several sources pla- 
ced the increase in reporting by 1989 versus 1979 at over 2,000 percent 
jump. Strident women's activists claim this is explained by increased repor- 
ting. However when one examines figures from the National Center on Child 
Abuse and Neglect as was done by its former director (Dr. Douglas Bershe- 
rov) you see a corresponding increase in false reporting noted. 

In the late 1990's however the rate of incest allegations in divorce have 
begun to trail off, being replaced by false domestic violence allegations. 
Much safer since women don't have to depend on children to maintain a false 
story» (Peter Zohrab, Sex, Lies & Feminism) 


In the war against man and culture, greed, hatred and egoism were dis- 
inhibited, incited by a legal situation and jurisdiction inviting abuse. As a re- 
sult, numbers of victims are astronomically exaggerated, the actual proporti- 
ons of victims and perpetrators (measured by objective standards) highly dis- 
torted. On closer inspection, this goes even further: the very definition of 
what counts as a crime is tendentious, shaped by feminist ideology. 


Then figures and statistics are bent by feminists to the best of their abili- 
ty. 


«This goes beyond data being merely unavailable — statistics previous- 
ly published are removed from the record! The Statistical Abstract of the 
United States, for example, used to publish a breakdown by sex of perpetra- 
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tors of child abuse. Once men's rights advocates publicised this, however, a 
government bureaucrat decided the world didn't need to know that most per- 
petrators of child abuse are female. So 1992 was the last year they were pu- 
blished. (Statistical Abstract of the United States, 1992, Table No. 301).» 
(Peter Zohrab, Sex, Lies & Feminism) 


All their campaigns are based on false claims. The basic principle is a 
one-sided approach, skewed surveys by biased, preferably feminist persons, 
omission of all data and topics that do not fit into the concept or could betray 
the hoax. 


If objective studies do emerge (often decades late) that threaten to expo- 
se feminist lies, feminist censorship or distortion of content follows. For ex- 
ample, in a left-wing radical and feminist daily newspaper (taz), which other- 
wise uses a “gender-appropriate” language, every reference was omitted that 
the “perpetrators” of the study were predominantly women and the “victims” 
were boys. This gave the false impression that it was the usual feminist pro- 
paganda narrative of evil men and poor, innocent women victims. 


Note: Every feminist method and rule is only valid as long as it favours 
women; if it is the other way round, they immediately do the opposite, i.e. 
they conceal the sex because they do not like the result, although they other- 
wise demand that women be explicitly mentioned. 


«Feminist censorship? 

... It is about this article, which reports completely misleadingly about 
a study on the high rape rate among South African students. The article does 
not make clear what the rate of male victims is, nor does it mention the 
high proportion of female perpetrators. 

For example, it only mentions children, but not schoolboys, only perpe- 
trators, but not female perpetrators, and this in a newspaper that emphasises 
so much on gender-sensitive language. 

... It is not obvious that this is the first time that boys have been asked 
about their experiences as victims on such a broad basis and that such a high 
proportion of female perpetrators has been revealed.» 


44 arouet58, http://bfriends. brigitte.de/foren/brauchen-wir-eine-neue- 
frauenbewegung/93720-feministische-zensur.html 
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Lies, distortions, agitation. The only common denominator is the war 
against men, masculinity, male sexuality and heterosexuality, which is the 
last remaining bond between the sexes and is rendered non-functional. 


As an aside, the majority of victims of rape are also male; according to 
statistics, three to four times as many men as women. That is not a small dif- 
ference, but a multiple! 


«Male rape is very under-reported and consequently the scale of it in 
wider society is unknown, but it is known to be a rife in prisons, where 
some handle on its nature can be obtained (Dumond, 1992; King & Mezey, 
1989). What occurs in US prisons dwarfs all rape on the outside. Aca- 
demic studies of state and federal prisons in the previous decade reported that 
fifteen percent of all male inmates are raped - and that is not including pri- 
soners who pair off with stronger inmates, exchanging sex for protection ‘vo- 
luntarily’. That would add up to at least 200.000 prison inmates across the 
USA, which is about three or four times the total number of rapes of wo- 
men anywhere in the USA, even adding in best estimates for under-repor- 
ting. Even this now appears to be an under-estimate. A more recent Hu- 
man Rights Watch report estimated that anywhere from 250,000 to 600,000 
prisoners are raped every year in American prisons.» (Steve Moxon, The Wo- 
man Racket) 


In the case of men, the situation is aggravated by the fact that for most 
of them it goes against their heterosexual disposition and is therefore consi- 
derably more burdensome than in the heterosexual case. 


But even if a woman is really the victim, feminists will ignore her and 
refuse help if she and her case do not fit into the feminist frame. 


«“You pointed out the feminist hypocrisy of glorifying fake victims 
(the cases of Emma Sulkowicz and the UVA rape hoax com to mind). Femi- 
nists .. were eerily silent when a woman was genuinely harmed and nee- 
ded help. Why do you think that is?” 

“. are the same ilk as the wealthy Victorian era suffragettes wealthy 
white women whose panties are in a bunch over imagined slights and ima- 
gined injustices. They do not, and never have, spoken for women who are 
on the outside of their exclusive group.”»»* (Mercedes Carrera) 


45 Mercedes Carrera, http://www.avoiceformen.com/feminism/mercedes-carrera- 
on-feminist-dominated-media-ignoring-an-inconvenient-rape/ 
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Unfortunately, all the arguments will probably reach the public at least 
one generation too late to be able to stop the maldevelopment. Today, people 
are so manipulated, brainwashed and also psychologically or even sexually 
influenced by the zeitgeist that they do not recognise the scope and destructi- 
ve power of the aberration — and the serious mistakes of the entrenched con- 
ditions that have arisen in the meantime. 


Rape, child abuse, violence and murder are cheered and praised by fe- 
minists as long as they are committed by feminist women in the fight against 
culture and men. This clearly proves what these campaigns were really 
about. Analogous with other issues. 


But it is not enough to see the absurdity of feminist campaigns. We need 
to understand in a value-neutral and scientific way what the biological back- 
ground is. 
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Biological and Historical Foundations 


Like every feminist campaign, this one is based on false claims, so false that 
they are twisted into the opposite of the facts. Sexual selection and choice in 
the animal kingdom, with extremely rare exceptions, and without exception 
in related mammals, primates, hominids and humans, is clearly with the fe- 
male sex. This is one of several strong areas of female dominance. Sexual 
power lies massively with the female sex. 


Innately skewed perception interprets this dominance as “good” insofar 
as it is not completely repressed from consciousness, because it was evoluti- 
onarily advantageous to repress the conditions from consciousness so that 
our conscious mind could not override female privilege and the special pro- 
tection of women and children after recognition. Feminisms ideologically ab- 
used this innately skewed perception and evolutionary mechanism. 


Feminist strategy, as in all their campaigns, is to further extend their 
biological dominance and privilege, to exaggerate it into an absolute, total 
sole decision of the woman. “My belly belongs to me!” is a typical egocent- 
ric and gynocentric rage slogan that disenfranchises and excludes both father 
and unborn. All the subjective rhetoric of feminist waves works in a similar 
way. Only what the woman wants counts, her absolute power without any 
possibility for the man to influence. What the man wants is not a matter that 
one is even allowed to talk about — the mere mention of it would already be 
misinterpreted as ‘oppression of the woman’ in an exact reversal of the actual 
circumstances, whereby the real oppression of the man continues into the ta- 
boo that forbids male losers to speak out. Therefore, the exclusion of male 
losers is absolute. The unborn also have no rights, but are understood as ‘the 
woman's property’ and are killed away at her whim. 


«{It's] about the much more fundamental issue of female power... 
controlling sex [and life!!!]. 

For Claire Rayner, ‘date rape’ is to be seen in the following context: 
“It's women who initiate sexual intercourse. The woman is in charge. We 
make the choice, we make the decision.... He has taken the signals the 
wrong way and doesn't want to be told where to go anymore. So now he's 
pointing the way.” 

That is his only - ... criminal — mistake.» (David Thomas, Men Also 
Want to Walk Upright, p. 287) 
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There has always been a tendency to negatively perceive and ostracise 
vital male counter-strategies to female selection. This applies to all counter- 
strategies, even the most culturally valuable ones, to which we owe science, 
art, technology and other beneficial effects of great diligence of many centu- 
ries, because these were originally efforts to meet women's requirements — in 
various ways. Today, such a view or even such an attempt is outlawed. Outla- 
wed since time immemorial, and worldwide, has been sexual violence; nor 
does anyone intend to change that. Its obverse, unilateral female sexual 
choice, however, is not outlawed. 


Not male power, but powerlessness in the face of female dominance is 
already expressed in the animal kingdom in attempts by losers to force ferti- 
lisation with physical force. It's not male power but male powerlessness in 
the face of female dominance through sexual selection that has produced this. 
Even in animals it is rather rare, and when it does occur, it is more likely to 
be found in discriminated lower-ranking individuals with “loser status”. Tho- 
se of lowe rank thus break the rules of male hierarchy and expose themselves 
to revenge by those of higher rank, losing their reputation. For a higher-ran- 
king person who is selected by women, such a procedure would be senseless 
and harmful. 


In humans, such behaviour is forbidden and outlawed. Nevertheless, we 
should not overlook the fact that here a rare marginal phenomenon has been 
hyped up by feminists (in association with other forces) into a major issue, 
whereas the real major force — female dominance — and the underlying pro- 
blem of selection pressure on losers discriminated against by women is 
completely suppressed or “indignantly” approved of. 


«The upshot of the male ‘filter’ 

Individual males are selectively disadvantaged so that they can fulfil 
their collective function of acting as what we might call the ‘genetic filter’ on 
behalf of everyone (Atmar, 1991). There is no objective criteria to this. The 
evolutionary process runs away with itself, being blind and quite capable of 
producing all kinds of absurd adaptations, such as the peacock’s crazily un- 
wieldy tail — a case in point.» (Steve Moxon, The Woman Racket) 


«Male life is set up to produce disadvantage that is relative but nonethe- 
less all too real; and this not for the minority but for the majority. So it is 
with men as it is with males of any species.» (Steve Moxon, The Woman Ra- 
cket) 
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The rage campaign has cast men as the villain and prevented the real 
victims of the real sexual war — the majority of discriminated, peaceful and 
non-violent men - from being perceived as human beings and as victims. 
Four to five times as many women as men were able to reproduce; the vast 
majority of men were discriminated against. This is cruel and existential pro- 
blem of a broad majority. 


What the vast majority of men experience and feel, who do not commit 
such an offence, how the losers of female dominance fare, does not count at 
all, we are not supposed to perceive. This is served by atrocity propaganda of 
rampant rape with powerful men as the alleged cause, which is nonsensical. 
What has shaped society and life for millions of years is female dominance 
through sexual selection, which discriminates against many men, 1.e. the op- 
posite of the picture that feminist waves paint with such campaigns. 


Such things are forbidden and persecuted less by women (or female 
members of the species), for whom it can even be biologically more desira- 
ble to reproduce the ‘better genes’ of a victor who killed her husband (or the 
previous male ‘alpha animal’) and ‘took over’ or ‘kidnapped’ her, so to 
speak. This is also shown by feminists of our time, who wage a one-sided 
war against ‘white heterosexual (at worst also old life-experienced or since 
two world wars ostracised German) men’, whom they accuse of ‘rape’ and 
‘abuse’ of many kinds in mudslinging, but then throw themselves around the 
necks of more aggressive enemy men according to the pattern of stone-age 
influenced women's novels. As early as 1968, student feminists of the “Peace 
and Freedom Party” chose Eldridge Cleaver, co-founder of the radical and 
militant Black Panthers, as their presidential candidate after he had served 
time in prison for deliberately mass raping white women, as he described and 
justified in his book “Soul on Ice”, which was courted by leftists. Later, the 
same feminists opened the borders, ran trafficking operations, whereupon 
millions of men from crisis and war zones poured into Europe, especially 
Germany, where many of them found German girls, while many German ma- 
le losers were rejected and ridiculed by girls and targeted by feminists. 


«Sometimes raids would be concerted [in the Stone Age], and whole 
communities destroyed, with adult males killed and females absorbed into 
the community of the raiders. A woman's new situation as the wife of a raider 
was likely to be, in biological fitness terms, not a disaster but an impro- 
vement. The man who coerced her into partnership is likely to be of higher 
rather than lower status, because he was sufficiently able and confident to 
launch an attack and to abduckt her from the males of her own community, 
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and may even have been a leader of his village. With the quality of the gene 
complement from this man with which to produce offspring, it may well be 
that compared to how she was placed in this respect in her life up until this 
point, her position had improved. 

The woman's problem was how to react to the situation in both the short 
and medium term... She also has to cope with the sudden transmission from 
attachment to her community and significant individuals within it, to a com- 
munity of strangers in which rapidly she will have to find others who will ac - 
cept her. Both require her to be able ... to be swept along with events rather 
than be hopelessly crushed in denying and obstructing them. It seems likely 
that there will have evolved a mechanism universal to women to do this non- 
consciously.» (Steve Moxon, The Woman Racket) 


This continues in numerous “love stories” right up to the present day as 
a popular motif read by women in novels written by women for women. 


«In one survey of romance novels (which tend to be written by and for 
women), the lead female character was raped in 54%. The male heroes are 
usually rugged warrior types and these books may illustrate a desire to “con- 
quer the heart of the rapist” and tame him for marriage.»*° (Psychology To- 
day) 

[Interesting background knowledge also in the context of the outraged 
valuation of ancient Islamic rulings, which ultimately proceed in the same 


way. | 


For women, this corresponds to an apparently widespread sexual fanta- 
sy, which, apart from idyllised forms of romantic literature, has recently been 
served by successful sadomasochistic books and films. 


«A recent analysis of 20 studies over the last 30 years indicates that bet- 
ween 31% and 57% of women have rape fantasies, and these fantasies are 
frequent or preferred in 9% to 17% of women. Considering that many people 
are ashamed to report rape fantasies, these stats are most likely lowball figu- 
res.»*’ (Psychology Today) 


The campaign is not only based on lies, because the majority of victims 
are men, fears and resentment against men are stirred up, completely distrac- 


46 https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/psyched/200805/why-do-women-have- 
erotic-rape-fantasies 

47  https://www.psychologytoday.com/blog/psyched/200805/why-do-women-have- 
erotic-rape-fantasies 
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ted from the fact of female dominance through selection, which is massively 
reinforced by feminist campaigns, increasing the pressure on male losers, for 
whom all sympathy is destroyed, by generally portraying men as “potential 
perpetrators”, by exaggerating the exclusive female power of choice in sexu- 
al and social courtship to a dictatorial level, but the campaign is also based 
on a feminist women's projection of themselves onto others and on a perver- 
sion of their own secret fascination and lust into hatred of men. 


«In feminists' obsession with rape, feminist women are projecting some- 
thing important about female sexuality... Rape resonates with something at a 
primal level in women. For example, it is now well-established that women 
often have erotic rape phantasies (Hutson, 2008), they often have brutal de- 
sires (Bussel, 2005) and they are surprisingly common (Catleman, 2010)... 
Perhaps it is best described as the thrill of the forbidden — more specifically, 
the cultural forbidden.» (Stephen Jarosek, Tyrants of Matriarchy) 


Rape was outlawed by the male dominance hierarchy, which means do- 
minance among men, but never dominance of men over women. Biologists 
have proven that dominance only exists among male members of a species, * 
but not of men over women. Special restraint and concession is exercised to- 
wards women, which would be unthinkable with other men. Male dominance 
has never been power over women, neither in animals nor in humans -— this 
was a nonsensical misstatement, just as all feminist interpretations were and 
are misinterpretations. 


For men used to success, it was an abomination in both humans and ani- 
mals when losers undermined their hierarchy, thus gaining access to repro- 
duction that they did not deserve because they had not attained the necessary 
high rank in the male dominance hierarchy. It is the alpha male's defence 
against the fact that in his absence, for example when hunting, a lower-ran- 
king male impregnates his female(s) while he, so to speak, takes the trouble 
of acquiring food. It is the ranking men for whom such a strategy is diaboli- 


48 «What clinches it is that there is a clear-cut genetic basis ruling out dominance 
between the sexes. Amazingly, a single gene has been found in mammals that 
allows males to engage dominance behaviour when they encounter another 
male... called “Trip2’.» (Steve Moxon, The Woman Racket) 

This quote is incomplete and poorly worded. It has been proven that male 
dominance only extends to other men, but never to women, towards whom 
restraint is exercised. Conversely, however, there is apparently no inhibition to 
use female forms of dominance against men, such as sexually discriminating 
against a majority of men. 
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cal, which makes them morally outraged, horrified, repugnant and hateful, 
and punishes them severely as a deterrent. 


For women, biologically speaking, it is much less bad to be taken over 
by victors because it gives them “better genes” for their offspring, which 
they instinctively crave many times over, as cited studies of female phanta- 
sies will show. Feminist demonisation is thus dishonest to their own psyche, 
does not express what their propaganda pretends to express.” 


Scientific studies refute all feminist insinuations here as well: It is not 
‘oppression of women’, because men are several times as often rape victims 
as women, moreover in homosexual acts, which most of them also go against 
their disposition and nature, and they are therefore much more heavily afflic- 
ted. Men are excluded from procreation in large numbers through sexual dis- 
crimination, not women. 


«rape is very under-reported ... That would add up to at least 200.000 
prison inmates across the USA, which is about three or four times the total 
number of rapes of women anywhere in the USA... Even this now ap- 
pears to be an under-estimate.» (Steve Moxon, The Woman Racket) 


Feminist propaganda has, as usual, halved the statistics and completely 
suppressed the larger number of male victims (especially in prisons). Women 
are mostly not psychologically affected in the long term. 


«supposedly oppress women, then the impact of rape must be serious, 
but research shows that generally it's not. Typically there may be some mild 
depression, but not usually lasting beyond four months.» (Steve Moxon, The 
Woman Racket) 


49 A bizarre footnote is provided by the 1968 “Peace and Freedom Party” 
‘presidential candidate’ Eldrige Cleaver, who was set up in an environment 
drifting towards radical feminism because he was in prison as an ‘oppressed 
black civil rights activist’ — he had deliberately raped white women in order to 
make a statement against racism. This was obviously seen as ‘revolutionary’ 
behaviour in his environment at the time. For outraged had been white “‘power- 
holders’ for whom this was a nightmare under the belt. In times of sexual 
revolution, apparently no particular burden was seen in the forced sexual act. I 
have not read anything about feminist protests. On the contrary, the (feminist) 
radical political protest scene of the time enjoyed their “provocation of the 
establishment”. 
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In fact, most men and male needs are suppressed by discrimination 
through sexual selection. 


Based on studies, Steve Moxon described even more details of the rela- 
tively low burden on women, contrary to feminist propaganda and popular 
assumption. To pursue this further would be overly ‘politically incorrect’, 
would get the book into trouble, and is also immaterial for its purposes. We 
therefore break off this side line of argument here. Let us remember, howe- 
ver, that an additional homosexual orientation of such an act is likely to be a 
much greater affliction for heterosexual men. 


In fact, feminist campaigns are not about punishing real rape — which 
was punishable anyway, was and is severely punished — but about war 
against man, masculinity, nature and culture. As always, it was about putting 
everything that is considered male under general suspicion and criminalising 
it. It was about destroying any counterweight to female power and domi- 
nance. 

Female dominance has always been overpowering, especially in the 
field of sexuality and thus reproduction. The point here was not to condemn 
acts of violence, which is what our culture and civilisation has always done, 
but to destroy any counterweight to exclusive female power and decision. 


Do women want to have an abortion? They may. Women can decide 
whether an unborn child that is already capable of learning and moving and 
has sensory impressions should live or be killed. But a father has no such 
right, even if he did not want to be a father at all but was tricked into it. Even 
the most bizarre methods are no obstacle. Semen theft? No matter! Biologi- 
cally ‘father’, even if he doesn't know the mother at all, and the state has 
found someone it can oblige to pay. That's what it's all about. 


Women have rights, men have duties, and children have ruined lives. 
Women have rights, even if this kills or enslaves other human life. Men have 
no such right, but duties, even if they are enslaved by such duties. 


When, after a long sexual selection in which hundreds or thousands of 
men had no chance, the dominant female invites a man to seduce her, it is a 
natural need for the vast majority of women to feel that they have made a 
good choice: The chosen man should show masculine qualities, be strong, 
impressive, dominant. All folklore is based on this moment, which has been 
highlighted in poetry, art and consciousness, in the representation of the se- 
xes since time immemorial. Feminist misinterpretations, as well as everyday 
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misinterpretations of the average man, are based on this male dominance, 
usually desired by women, so that she will allow him to approach. After- 
wards, he is supposed to show through dominant behaviour that he has been 
a good choice, which, however, is only a ritual demanded by women, a 
staging in which a man is supposed to prove and prove himself and stand the 
test once again. Before, when courting her favour, the man had to prove do- 
minance over other men, but to ask and court her; the dominance was hers. 
These enactments are also a biologically based way of behaving and seeing, 
but if taken in isolation, it completely distorts reality. Feminism is based on 
such one-sided skewed perception, innate repression, in order to form from 
it, full of hatred and ideology, even more skewed exaggerations, a feminist 
sex-racism.”” 


Trivial as it was, feminists resented this tiny area of male power — only 
after the man had already been chosen and given access to the woman to as- 
sure her of truly being the appropriate choice, and not soon to be disposed of 
again by abandonment. Such staged dominance formed a weak ritual realm 
that is only a facade from real biological power, constantly threatened by 
much greater female power of selection, which our consciousness blocks out 
emotionally. Nevertheless, such staging was a thorn in the side of feminists, 
because it at least also gave men a little prestige, the possibility to build up 
self-confidence — as unstable as this is from a biological point of view. Femi- 
nism is an ideology born out of misunderstanding, based on hatred and lack 
of empathy instead of love for centuries, and on visions that ultimately aim 
for a “world without men” by destroying any significance men have in the 
world, with self-righteous rage and ideological ruses that the general public 
unfortunately fell for again and again. This is true of all feminist campaigns, 
including those around alleged “rape”, which was increasingly declared to be 
anything that men dependent on female choice could do to achieve their goal. 


It was declared “utilisation” and “exploitation”, if the man was power- 
ful, unwanted “intrusiveness” or “harassment”, if the man was powerless. 
Any attempt to influence the woman's will was indignantly put down as “ma- 
nipulation” of the female will and, if possible, forbidden. Yet every 


50 For those interested, read up on how a lion, the supposed “king of the jungle”, 
fares when his female leaves him for a more formidable competitor, or the lion is 
expelled by a stronger young male, because, unlike in traditional human 
cultures, the male lion does not bring in a male gift. Without an exchange gift, he 
is doomed. Mostly, abandoned or expelled lions starve to death. Dominance does 
not lie with the stronger male animal. That is why there must be male 
counterweights, which feminists have so furiously opposed and banned. 
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courtship, every wooing, every flirtation is of course just that: an attempt to 
influence the woman's choice in one's own favour. This is not an “outrageous 
abuse of the means of power” by a man in an “overpowering patriarchy”, but 
an attempt vital to life by a man who is completely powerless in this area and 
dependent on the choice of others, not to perish, but to reach his goal. The 
biological power lies, and absolutely lies, with the woman. 


Feminism is a blatant twisting of facts into the opposite, more blatant 
than we can imagine. Feminism is the revolution of the privileged against the 
burdened with duties, who serve for the privilege of the indignant. The femi- 
nist cultural revolution is perpetrator-victim reversal elevated to a principle. 


The original purpose of male power (among men) is above all to be able 
to impress women and win them over. To outlaw and criminalise this hard- 
earned possibility as “oppression” or “exploitation” is a wickedness that re- 
troactively destroys all the hard work imposed on men. All conceivable male 
resistance to female sexual dominance has been redefined in terms of physi- 
cal or “psychological” “structural”, “exploiting power relations” “rape” or 
“harassment”, declared to be “abuse”. But no feminist has ever seriously 
considered how men are supposed to overcome the hurdles they have erected 
when they are deprived of the means to do so? Radical feminists even wrote 
that the majority of unused men should accept it, and even more radical ones 
wanted the unused majority dead. (see "Culture and Gender", appendix) All 
these feminist campaigns, when viewed soberly, objectively and without a 
“moral” lynching mood, turn out to be a one-sided disenfranchisement of 
those already previously discriminated against and disadvantaged. 


The hateful attack on male life and sexuality was and is real, whereas 
the “war on women” was a nonsensical feminist invention. It gets even more 
blatant. Because men only score points through strength, and the secret de- 
sires of many women are precisely not “politically correct” according to fe- 
minist sentiments, feminism has denounced everything that women secretly 
or consciously desire. The aim, as with all feminist campaigns, was to make 
other women mentally alienated from men, to seduce them into feminism, as 
well as physically alienated from men and “heteronormality”, and to convert 
them to profeminist sexual confusion, or, even better, ideologically underpin- 
ned lesbianism. 


This is made clear many times in the sources and is so well documented 
and important that I note it here, even though the “politically correct” mob of 
the zeitgeist will slam me for it. But without the connecting forces among the 
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sexes — heterosexual love and mutual care in a group exchange between the 
sexes — the damage will not be repaired. These issues are too important to be 
sacrificed to a aberrated zeitgeist of brainwashed deluded people. 


Men would fall into the trap of either fulfilling feminist demands and 
then becoming ridiculous poodles to the vast majority of women that none 
want, or resisting the massive collective terror of consciousness and then 
being publicly slated and vilified.*! 


For most women, a strong, free man is much more attractive than a 
“purple poodle”. Women don't want losers, but feminism makes men into 
them. A “victorious conqueror” is a common female fantasy left over from 
millions of years of prehistory and the Stone Age. 


(Perhaps this is one reason why particularly militant anti-male lesbians 
complained, for whom heterosexual acts go against their disposition. Other 
women were then infected with the sentiment she created, because it was a 
found fodder in the competition with men for women's favour. 


«The National Violence Against Women survey found that 21.5 percent 
of men and 35.4 percent of women living with a same-sex partner experi- 
enced intimate-partner physical violence in their lifetimes, compared with 
7.1% and 20.4% for men and women, respectively, with a history of only op- 
posite-sex cohabitation.»*’ (JD Glass, September 04 2014, 2 Studies That 
Prove Domestic Violence Is an LGBT Issue) 


Demonising men, fomenting fear of them, brought in women to their ide- 
ology and lesbian courtship. Yet statistics show that lesbians live more dan- 
gerously and violence is more common among them than in heterosexual re- 
lationships.) 


51 In the end, both types of men were displaced by mass immigration of non- 
gendered, more aggressive men, invited into the country by unscrupulous power 
women and the feminist society, again trampling on the interests of their own 
men, steering the country and civilisation into the abyss, and clearly showing 
how dangerous it was to give them such power. 

52 www.advocate.com/crime/2014/09/04/2-studies-prove-domestic-violence-lgbt- 
issue 
[Note: The figures give the impression that heterosexual men report violence by 

women much less. Since lesbians commit violence more often than gay men, a 
similar behaviour would be expected among heterosexuals — unless the 
perception thresholds were different in the gay scenes as well.] 
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Not only any male prestige, any strength, however fragile, in a female 
sphere of dominance was in the way of feminists spreading their ideology 
virally in the world. For they feared men might resist their rage, their ideolo- 
gy. It was especially the biologically real as well as culturally necessary dif- 
ference of the sexes that stood in the way of feminist ideology. Though this 
difference was not the oppression of women, but the only, weak counter- 
weight against a biologically massively dominant femininity, in the interest 
of women and produced by female selection. Yet feminist ideology spread a 
misinterpretation that was contrary to the facts. 


On top of that, among the founding feminists, as was proven in “Culture 
and The Sexes” on the basis of feminist sources, there was a high, dominant 
proportion of radical feminist lesbians. Everything that connected women in 
love with men was abhorrent to them and their ideology. Men were pushed 
out of everything as much as possible, first from the crucial feminist circles. 
Everything “masculine” was suspect, even logic and objectivity. Moreover, 
women who “still” lived privately with men were considered somehow “han- 
dicapped”, not reliable comradesses-in-arms, even “impure” or “traitors” 
among very radical ones.** Converting as many women as possible to (mili- 
tant feminist) lesbianism was indeed the agenda in such circles, and some 
leading feminists who had previously been married or in relationships with 
men broke away from men for ideological reasons to live as lesbians and 
thus set an example. These are not insinuations, but facts from the original 
feminist self-representation. There was thus indeed — in the eyes of founding 
feminists — a conflict and competition between feminist lesbians and men for 
women that both sides wanted to win — feminist lesbians wanted to seduce 
women, ideologically as well as sexually. There was also conflict and compe- 
tition with heterosexual feminists over women's mental and psychological 
connection, whether to men and family, or to ideology. The two were often 
inseparable from each other. 


«It was not some new, authentic female sexuality belonging to us that we 
had discovered, but the desire to awaken women's love for their fellow sis- 
ters.» (Lynne Segal, Is the Future Female? Problems of Feminism Today, p. 
127, 1989) 


A difference between female and male sexuality plays a role. While ma- 
le sexuality seems to be more predetermined from birth or early childhood, 


53 “Culture and The Sexes”, Appendix 
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and is not so easy to permanently reverse later, according to - partly feminist 
sources - women's sexuality is supposed to be less fixed, so that such a me- 
thod might be possible in women, in some contrast to men. In men, there 
may be a temporary increase in homosexuality when men are forced to live 
long-term without women, but this usually quickly recedes as soon as wo- 
men come along. With women, it seems to be somewhat different. 


«Romantic opportunities appear to influence women's sexual identities 
—but not men's, suggests a new study that will be presented at the 110th An- 
nual Meeting of the American Sociological Association (ASA). 

“This indicates that women's sexuality may be more flexible and adapti- 
ve than men's,” said study author Elizabeth Aura McClintock, an assistant 
professor of sociology at the University of Notre Dame 

McClintock's study relies on data from the National Longitudinal Study 
of Adolescent to Adult Health (Add Health) and considers its first (1994- 
1995), third (2001-2002), and fourth (2007-2008) waves. More specifically, 
she tracked 5,018 women and 4,191 men as they moved from adolescence to 
young adulthood. On average, they were 16-years-old in Wave I, 22 in Wave 
III, and 28 in Wave IV.»** 


(Some sources say that evolutionarily, in prehistoric times, when one 
man had many wives but many men had no wives, it was advantageous if wo- 
men of the same man did not feel like competitors because they also desired 
each other; this is reversed in monogamy. Assertions about the firmness of 
adult sexual orientation may be left to scientific study, but I am personally 
aware of cases where girls have claimed to have changed orientation becau- 
se of lack of or opportunity, which has happened in both directions. Things 
may be different at a young age, if we think, for example, of certain proble- 
matic phenomena in ancient Greece (e.g. Sparta). Here we only present what 
feminist intention was, what feminists themselves assumed. Incidentally, it 
was formative for the entire movement, heterosexual feminists also adopted 
the approaches, assertions and campaigns thus gained, even if they personal- 
ly had no such intentions, i.e. in a sense did not even know what they were 
doing and what they were allowing themselves to be misused for.) 


Their struggle was for exclusively female power of choice, a struggle to 
deprive men of anything that could be a counterweight or a basis for self- 
consciousness, or to deprive men of a place in the world at all, which is what 


54 http://phys.org/news/2015-08-romantic-opportunities-women-sexual- 
identities.html 
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it ultimately comes down to because of the basic feminist fallacy, even if mo- 
re moderate feminists do not consciously intend it. The idea was to take all 
sexual strength away from men. 


One of the means of war used was to criminalise more and more what 
the group to be subjugated could do. So whenever a man appeared strong — 
even if it was only a ritual appearance of male dominance in the face of actu- 
al female sexual selection on men — it was criminalised as “psychological 
pressure” and thus a kind of “rape’’. If it were up to feminists, the man would 
have to ask before every move whether it was okay with her and have the 
whole thing certified by a lawyer, because otherwise it would not be provable 
in court, which of course destroys any sexual tension and makes him a ridi- 
culous poodle. But even lawyer certification that she said, yes, you may 
touch me there, or, you may go upstairs, would still be worthless, because a 
woman can now make a rape out of a thrilling experience after the fact, if it 
suits her. 


The legal principle has been ridiculed and destroyed by feminist subjec- 
tivity. What men built up as an objective, just system has been twisted by fe- 
mancipated activists into a subjective, unjust monster that mocks all legal 
principles. Just like the once objective science. Feminists have done women 
a disservice by far surpassing all the fears of earlier eras about what the push 
of women into once male professions and fields could do. It has turned out 
worse than the sceptics of the time feared in their wildest nightmares. 


Sexual power was and is biologically in the hands of the female, who 
decides on sex and thus reproduction. Sexual selection has proven to be even 
more effective and significant than natural selection in many cases, and it ra- 
diates into the social sphere. Less natural selection, no, it is mainly the fema- 
le members of the species that decide on reproduction in the males, and thus 
on the direction of evolution of their whole species. This is an enormous 
power that discriminates against a majority of males. This is the original 
form of sexual discrimination. 


Hence, there had to be vital counter-strategies on the male side not to 
become the losers of female choice and evolution. Besides adaptation to cur- 
rent female preferences (which can also be seen critically because it can 
bring the species to dead ends and men into undignified dependence), vio- 
lence by stronger male members of the species was also one of the strategies 
found in the animal kingdom. It is gross nonsense on the part of feminists to 
attribute such methods, which are strongly ostracised by humans (and especi- 
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ally by powerful men!), to the “male power” of a freely invented “patriar- 


” 


chy”. 


First of all, it is female dominance that brought it up in the first place; 
without female choice there would be no pressure, there would be no such 
thing. Moreover, it was not invented by humans, but is more common in the 
animal kingdom than among humans. To attribute it to an assumed human 
form of domination, which according to feminist mythology would not ex- 
actly be old, namely only a few thousand years, is nonsensical. However, the 
absurdity of feminist campaigns becomes even more glaring upon closer ex- 
amination — also in this case. 


It's not strong men who rape, but those of lower rank! The main strategy 
that has developed in male mammals is a dominance hierarchy in which the 
members of the species with the most 'successful' abilities and dispositions - 
usually laboriously! — acquire (eke out or work hard for) a high position, on 
the basis of which they are then preferentially chosen or allowed to approach 
by females, or females accept the courtship of such successful conspecifics. 


The act of rape subverts the entire human social system, especially the 
male hierarchy. While some work hard to rise and perhaps one day be respec- 
ted, honoured and desired by women, a — usually lower-ranking — male peer 
“forcibly” reproduces. The one who does nothing and has nothing to offer 
bags the success for which the “cuckolded” powerful are currently working 
hard. It is the nightmare of all alpha males, working husbands who work hard 
far from wife and home, of all who toil. Therefore, it is not only women but 
(equally or) much more men who fear, ostracise and fight such undermining 
of their entire system, which, of all people, student revolutionaries and femi- 
nists of 1968 saw the same way. 


This is also the reason why in 1968, at the time of student revolution, 
expiring sexual revolution and emerging feminism, a black militant whose 
provocations of the establishment, seen as “white and racist”, included 
deliberate rape of white women, was nominated as the “presidential 
candidate” of the US Peace and Freedom Party, which appealed to student 
revolutionary circles of the time, in which, moreover, feminism was 
simultaneously rising to principal power. (Eldridge Cleaver, whose book 
“soul on ice” was for a while part of the left canon of books to read. In his 
book, Cleaver described his past life and prison sentence for raping white 
women in order to provoke the “racist society” — although in reality this 
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accusation falls back on him, his politically and race-fighting motivated 
rapes, and the feminist leftists who elevated him to a leading figure.)°° 


The rationale for Eldridge Cleaver's rapes and the fascination in leftist, 
already feminist circles, was the ‘revolutionary shock effect’ of such sho- 
cking transgression, which was secretly admired as a ‘revolutionary act’. 
This was combined with a secret feminine fascination with the strong (non- 
white) victor who takes women of the (white) defeated and begets them 
children who will carry the genes of stronger victors. The defeated men, on 
contrast, die without having fathered children, which is why their genes die 
out. That's what feminism still boils down to today. 


Rape is strictly forbidden and a danger to the whole system in a power 
system where women are the dominant power (whether secretly or openly) 
and a social system of hard-working men who are cheated out of their “re- 
ward”. But that is only in passing. 


It's not about violence, which is usually limited to a necessary mini- 
mum. Permanent psychological damage has not been proven; if any, impair- 
ments were usually limited to four months. (see: Steve Moxon, The Woman 
Racket) Nevertheless, rape is punished more severely and perceived as more 
outrageous than the murder of men. In the wars in Kosovo and Bosnia, all 
men and boys (except babies and very young children) were killed by victo- 
rious extremists! They were bestially killed and thrown into mass graves wi- 
thout any major stir or enough protests, so the systematic murder and exter- 
mination continued. But when rapes of women became known, who suffered 
no physical harm except pregnancies, there was great international outrage, 
feminist campaigns; with this the civil war became associated in the collecti- 
ve memory. 


Rape victims are mostly men; most rapes take place in prisons; only no- 
body cares because it is considered part of the punishment of men. Data is 
hardly collected. Male victims are several times more frequent in terms of 


55 Almost 50 years later, the reaction of many feminists and functionaries of 
feminist society to assaults and rapes committed by immigrants followed a 
similar pattern, after Mrs Merkel had opened the floodgates for uncontrolled 
immigration of millions of mainly young men without women, thus blatantly 
betraying, in feminist fashion, the interests of the already oppressed, 
disenfranchised and discriminated against native men by female choice alone. 
See: “Anmache” and my more recent books 
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numbers than female victims. Since it goes against the heterosexual dispositi- 
on of most men, the damage is also greater. 


We have already exposed the feminist insinuation that it is about the 
exercise of power against women not only as nonsense, but — as usual! — the 
flat opposite of the truth. Female dominance is just as much a prerequisite as 
a sexual emergency due to unfulfilled need created by female power of selec- 
tion. Moreover, it is the weakest, socially lowest men who tend to challenge 
the entire social order and revenge of the attacked male hierarchy in such 
outlawed ways. 


Moreover, the general ostracism by society and the male hierarchy, 
which punishes rape and thus wants to prevent it, is enough of a deterrent to 
keep those of higher rank from taking action that is both fatal and useless for 
them. Only those who have little or nothing to lose will risk everything. 


In fact, the opposite was needed: Not to exaggerate female dominance 
of choice to a historically unique, grotesque level, but to abolish it as an “un- 
equal”, one-sided and unjust supremacy. When discrimination against men 
through female dominance in sexual, reproductive, and other areas falls, 
when there is no more pressure and no more rejected losers, then there is no 
more need for prostitution’, rape or a pornographic®’ industry. Exploitation 
of men should no longer exist, neither by demanding money for sex, nor by 
turning men into losers, excluding and discriminating against them, who are 
then tempted to use undesirable methods. 


Violence and exploitation, however, will disappear - not through prohi- 
bition, but through superfluity, through the lifting of excessive suffering. Just 
as prohibition failed, only helping the Chicago mafia to great influence, just 
as the war on cannabis and LSD failed, producing drug cartels and much mo- 
re harmful drugs on the black market, feminist campaigns necessarily fail 
too, exacerbating what they claim to fight. 


56 In “Hippie Philosophy” Mileahed quotes sources on how prostitutes in hippie 
centres hardly found any customers, they could not compete with “the market” 
of the much more attractive “free love”. «They dropped out of prostitution too, 
because in the sixties, even if they had wanted some extra cash, how could they 
compete with free-love market?» Dwight Worker, The Wild Years) 

57 In the case of pornography, the industry is an aberration that can be made 
redundant. This is not meant to be a value judgement on erotic art, which can 
very well exist in a cultured society. 
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«He opened with the question, “What do you get when you glorify...the 
rape of a minor, promote lesbianism, insult heterosexuals and attack men? 
Answer: An event by the Georgetown University Women's Center.” Swope 
remarked upon how faculty from the Women's Center had reacted to a pre- 
sentation of the pro-rape Vagina Monologues by giving it a standing ovation. 
An odd reaction given that one of the Center's primary purposes is to support 
women who have been raped. Swope called for the Center to be disbanded. 

Elsewhere, Swope asked, “why is rape only wrong when a man com- 
mits it, but when it's by a woman committed against another woman, who 
just happens to be 13-years-old, it is celebrated and a university club spon- 
sors it?”»°* (Wendy McElroy) 


Those who tell the truth are punished. Mind you, it is not punished to 
publicly celebrate the homosexual rape (according to feminist standards) of a 
minor, who was also put under the influence of alcohol, as a feminist and ‘li- 
berating’ act; no, this is promoted and paid for by the state and the university. 
What is punished or prevented is certainly not deliberate reversal of sexual 
orientation and child abuse that has the intention of reversing girls' sexual 
orientation or at least alienating them from men, and making men sexually 
superfluous”. No. The one who dares to report and criticise it is punished. 


«The column entitled “Applauding Rape at Georgetown: Vagina Mono- 
logues In Its Second Year” was scheduled for late March. The editors yanked 
it before publication. When Swope complained, he was dismissed from the 
paper for showing “disrespect.” Editor-in-chief, David Wong explained that 
Swope's “ridiculing [of] the women's studies program and condemning the 
women's center”...»° (Wendy McElroy, Feminists Who Celebrate Rape, 
April 2, 2000) 


58 https://www.lewrockwell.com/2000/04/wendy-mcelroy/feminists-who- 
celebrate-rape/ 

59 Making men sexually redundant was already part of a feminist campaign where, 
as a boy in London in the early 1970s, a black-clad, sombre woman thrust a fly 
sheet into my hand. Unfortunately, that flyer hasn't been preserved in my files. 
“We have found our own sexuality and no longer need men ... You can never 
take that away from us again ... You can only powerless ...” was her proud state- 
ment, in a scrawl designed to portray men as a sinister, oppressive force, but 
helpless against them. 

60 https://www.lewrockwell.com/2000/04/wendy-mcelroy/feminists-who- 
celebrate-rape/ 
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Feminists praise rape according to their own definitions of this term 
when it is perpetrated by women instead of men. This is absurd in several re- 
spects. 


First absurdity: 


Normal sex is increasingly interpreted as rape. (e.g. Dworkin, but also 
many other leading founders of feminism, see “Culture and The Sexes”, Ap- 
pendix) Natural feelings and (heterosexual) sex connect man and woman. 
They are very important and constructive. That is why they are spoiled and 
fought against by feminism. Homosexual seduction is not like that. It violates 
the natural imprint, separates the sexes and damages the feelings and connec- 
tedness of the sexes. This is destructive, praised and spread. 


Second absurdity: 


On top of that, this is rape by feminist standards and laws, but receives 
strong applause and is considered good when women use it as a feminist me- 
thod against men, whereas men are demonised with the false accusation of 
allegedly spreading the same. 


Third absurdity: 


The above accusation is false. Such a campaign of reversing natural se- 
xual orientation and of indoctrination as well as glorification of abuse exists 
only on the feminist side. There was and is no sexual “war on women”; in 
fact, women have strong biological dominance through sexual selection, 
which makes men dependent on them. My literary book cycle “Female Pow- 
er of Choice / Selection” illustrates how drastically this one-sided power of 
choice has an effect, how heavily men's happiness in life can be impaired and 
suppressed by it. 


Fourth absurdity: 


The truth is censored. Anyone pointing out feminist rape advocacy and 
praise is censored. Anyone who points out female dominance and discrimina- 
tion against men has been censored for decades. Those who point out their 
own discrimination by women, women simply break off the conversation 
with, thus pushing him back into discrimination and exclusion. In doing so, 
they perpetuate his misfortune and prove their sexual and social dominance, 
but that doesn't matter because such evidence is censored, ignored and con- 
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cealed, so it cannot bother them. Because of the censorship of real victims, 
they can wallow undisturbed in a false, arrogated victim role. 
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Feminist Campaigns Against Alleged “Rape Culture” 
Created it in The First Place 


Sor several decades, radical feminists — whose ideology is already false and 


radical in its basic assumptions — have been waging aggressive smear 
campaigns against an alleged “rape culture” in Western countries. In fact, this 
created absolute female dominance through one-sided female selection and 
choice, which women have but men do not. Moreover, in the one-sided sex 
war against men, feminists gained arbitrary power of definition, so that they 
subjectively and even retrospectively determine what they like or don't like, 
what is “rape”, “love” or “harassment”. What women like is considered the 
law. This creates a dictatorial state of affairs — vis-a-vis indigenous men — 
that is unprecedented. 


«Accusations against Wikileaks founder Assange 

How to incriminate a man in Sweden 

Swedish newspapers have reported on the backstory of the accusations 
against the controversial Wikileaks founder Julian Assange. According to the 
report, a feminist, a female prosecutor and a female fan worked together to 
incriminate him, although there is nothing against him.... 

She highlighted that under Swedish law, coercion or rape can be in a 
minor case if a woman feels uncomfortable after sex or feels taken advantage 
of. 

The Social Democrat is known to have posted a translation of “7 Steps 
to Legal Revenge” — a guide on how to get a man charged — on her blog on 
12 January 2010.»*! (faz.net) 


But this is, as usual, only one among many absurdities, self- 
contradictions and tragedies. Tragically for women, feminism has actually 
created and propagated the very rape culture that never existed except in 
feminist fantasies. Feminism has exposed women to the very thing it claimed 
to protect them from in order to gain their support. 


«Feministiskt initiativ 

Feministiskt initiativ (English: Feminist Initiative; abbreviations: Fi or 
F!) ... In September 2005, a party was formed from this in order to be able to 
participate in the 2006 Swedish parliamentary elections. 


61 http://www. faz.net/s/RubFC06D389EE76479E9E76425072B196C3/ 
Doc~E87EEE82032EB4D 1785FF2CA29EE48 14D~ATpl~Ecommon~Scontent. 
html 
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... One of the party's demands was also the introduction of a men's 
tax ... The party also advocates a liberal migration policy and amnesty for 
all refugees in Sweden ...» (wikipedia) 


It has already been cited how other feminist-influenced women's organi- 
sations also advocated and achieved a world without borders with 
unrestricted immigration. 


«Despite the massive police operation, a group of around 30 women 
suddenly appeared in the concourse, chanting “No human is illegal” and “No 
borders”, and carrying large banners. 

This ... action was organised by ‘Global Women's Strike’ (global- 
womenstrike.net), and ‘All African Women's Group’.»® (calaismigrantsoli- 


darity) 


For years, rape has therefore been on the increase not only in Sweden — 
even before the recent mass flood. Even in traditional Islamic societies, such 
assaults were rare™; they spread as a result of the destruction of traditional 
culture and the emergence of an uprooted and opportunity-less proletariat of 
young men who, on the one hand, have little chance of marriage and good 
work, and, on the other, have slipped from parental and traditional control. 
Financial incentives to flee foster conditions from which such problems 
arise. 


«*REFUGEE’ INVOLVED IN BRUTAL GANG RAPE OF SWEDISH 
WOMAN SET FREE 

North African migrant didn't have ID to prove he was over 15 

Paul Joseph Watson - DECEMBER 23, 2015 ... 

The rapist was acquitted despite the fact that he personally “declared 
(himself) to be over 15 in connection with an asylum investigation,” 
according to prosecutor Clea Sang Born Noting. 

The 23-year-old rape victim is reportedly “sick” at the lenient sentences 
handed out to the culprits. 

All of the migrants involved in the gang rape were living in a tent city in 
Stockholm and possibly arrived during the recent wave of “refugees” 
crossing into Europe. 

Every single week we cover reports of migrants sexually assaulting 
women in European cities. By swinging the doors wide open to mass 


62  https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Feministiskt_initiativ 
63 https://calaismigrantsolidarity.wordpress.com/tag/this-border-kills/ 
64 See "No!”, chapter “New Year's Eve and Sensationalism” 
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uncontrolled immigration, politicians are importing the kind of rape culture 
that resulted in Sweden becoming the rape capital of the west many years 
before the current influx.»® 


While local men see their livelihoods threatened, can lose jobs and 
prestige for just telling a joke that some screwed-up feminist classifies as 
“misogynistic” or “harassing”, while local men are berated for everything 
they can do and just as much for the opposite: for approaching women or for 
not flirting with an interested woman, every masculine feeling or need 
trampled and mocked, uprooted masses are allowed into the country. 


This is no coincidence. Evolutionary psychology and studies done on 
mass novels written by women for women have shown that there is a 
weakness of women for aggressive, strong men, for victors who are often 
also rapists. This corresponds to the Stone Age situation that a woman goes 
with the victor who provides better genes for her children than the defeated, 
usually killed previous husband. According to this biologically based 
psychology, Western men were already too weak before feminism, unable to 
trigger deep-seated, hidden or unconscious female feelings. The reason for 
feminism was not some mysterious “patriarchy” — a crazy conspiracy theory 
of feminism — but the weakness of men and the lack of natural culture. On 
the contrary, it was the lack of strong masculinity and culture that sparked the 
feminist cultural revolution. 


That's why there is a lot of solidarity with us self-confidently exploiting 
sex and social tourists from environments where the young men are 
brutalised by aggressive circumstances, crises and war. It is precisely the 
most unsuitable men who are called into the country, favoured, provided with 
large social funds, while educated and eager own men are only despised, 
exploited, asked to pay and rebuffed. Such surplus men, who further displace 
the commonly hated “white man”, are welcomed by predominantly female 
helpers. 


In my book series “The Two Sexes” and “Female Power of Choice” I 
provided the evidence for this chapter: evidence for the oppression of 
domestic men. Evidence of the unconscious female bias towards strong and 
aggressive men. Evidence of women's poor sexual choices, which make 


65 http://www.infowars.com/refugee-involved-in-brutal-gang-rape-of-swedish- 
woman-set-free/ 
66 For evidence see “No!” and “Anmache” and my more recent books 
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some prefer even murderers or gangster types, but often ignore hard-working 
students or nerds. 


Feminist mentality has not only destroyed our culture and civilisation, 
but is also responsible for the fad of flooding the most unfit men into the 
country, where whole neighbourhoods sink into crime, fall prey to mafia 
gangs until state laws no longer apply. 


«Muslim Gangs Take Control of 55 Zones in Sweden 

TheLipTV, Veréffentlicht am 05.11.2014 

Muslim criminal gangs have taken control of 55 “no-go zones,” 
according to a report released by Swedish police, which mapped out the 
areas law enforcement has handed over. The areas are overrun by organized 
crime and drug dealing and officers frequently face direct attacks when 
trying to enter them. We look at how the gangs have secured these zones 
from criminal authorities, and how authorities have been powerless to change 
the tide in this Lip News clip with Elliot Hill and Mark Sovel.»® 


Feminism, like a cancer or AIDS virus, destroys the state, but in the end 
abolishes itself, because the repressed, unconscious forces in the feminist 
psyche, against which a generation-long sex war was waged throughout 
society — the real target of which was not their so hysterically fought 
‘opponents’, but their own repressed inclinations — rise again, leading to 
irrational and dangerous action. It is not only Mrs Merkel who has failed. It 
has been the same in Sweden for years. 


We need not be surprised that the attacks on supposed “role clichés” are 
the same perversion: People fight and hate what they unconsciously actually 
lack. The destruction of cultivated and natural relationships between both 
sexes is more consequential and dangerous than we realise. 


I provide evidence for this in “Settling the Score With Feminism” and 
“Culture and The Sexes”. The destroyed complementarity of the sexes is an 
important foundation of life that allows mature feelings such as 
compassionate female love to mature.The terrible insensitivity towards 
native men, especially male losers, that spread with feminism is also related 
to the demise of this complement. 


67  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=thXCb1VUBDg 
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Like a mental firestorm, feminism has scorched what would be 
necessary for a fulfilled, ideology-free life. With our culture reduced to 
rubble, savage hordes are invading and preparing to take over the country. 
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A Result of the Feminist Sex War Against “White 
Heterosexual Men” 


The result of an immigration yearning and attitude fuelled by feminism is 


flooding with a surplus of men, many of whom have no respect for the coun- 
try and its laws, but simply exploit the fruits so conveniently presented, 
which is further reinforced by the conditions we create for them. 


«Rather, it shows that integration has already failed in the past. In her 
exposé book, Tania Kambouri (a German policewoman of Greek origin) 
made it clear that young Muslim men are already the main problem. They 
completely lack respect for the state authorities.» (Huffingtonpost) 


Integration has already failed in the past, turning first neighbourhoods, 
then areas into problem zones. The radar of migration critics also misses the 
fact that uprooting through feminism and loss of genuine old culture are also 
a central problem. Moreover, it is not the old Islamic culture that is the main 
problem, but an uprooting that has also destroyed those traditions and com- 
pensatory mechanisms. Alienation in the face of our feminist society would 
be good for us ourselves, but cannot be blamed entirely on the migrants — the 
mixture of feminist rhetoric with Islam-critical rhetoric is also an aberration. 


«Torsten Heinrich, author, military historian 

Refugees are shown in Germany that breaking the law pays off 

Published: 25/09/2016 15:22 CEST 

The extent to which violence seems to be part of the lives of “refu- 
gees” is shown time and again. In the Austrian Kronen Zeitung, bus drivers 
reported that they were repeatedly threatened with death if they did not 
take the direct route to the Bavarian border during transfers from Slovenia to 
Germany. 

These “refugees” obviously consider such behaviour to be inconsequen- 
tial or even effective (1). 

Indeed, the German treatment of criminals is confusing for immigrants 
from emerging countries, Third World countries and dictatorships. There are 
only grounds for detention in cases of risk of flight, risk of collusion (i.e. risk 
of evidence being destroyed) and risk of repetition. .. The German state 
appears to be completely tame. Crimes are perceived as trifles. A state and 


68  http://www.huffingtonpost.de/torsten-heinrich/merkel-fluchtlinge- 
fluchtlingspolitik_b_12178860.html 
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a people that allow such things to happen to them can only appear emascu- 
lated and invite further crimes. 

Crimes are perceived as trifles 

Especially since not only fare dodgers are released after their personal 
details have been taken, but also perpetrators of much more serious offences. 

When a Libyan man in Saxony attacked supermarket employees with a 
machete and threatened to behead them (they had previously caught him 
shoplifting), the perpetrator was transferred to another accommodation but 
not remanded in custody (3). 

Another Libyan who set women's hair on fire in Berlin was given 
custody exemption even though he was without a permanent residence and 
thus did not even fulfil the legal conditions for it (4). 

In the refugee home in HerkulesstraBe in Cologne, 421 offences had 
been reported in November — with 687 residents. 159 of them had already 
been convicted of criminal offences, including 72 assaults. There were 77 
multiple offenders there alone, 20 of whom had already committed at least 
five offences (5). 

Immigrants can join together to form gangs 

The lax system, in the eyes of the offenders, is undoubtedly partly to 
blame for such a concentration of crime and violence. Experiences with 
young Moroccan "refugees" confirm this. 

“They went out, pulled people, took cocain, came home, beat up the 
security and went to sleep,” his colleague says.» (Huffingtonpost) 


Known 159 offenders among 687 residents is a ‘good average’, certain- 
ly not an ‘enrichment’. It should be noted that only reported crimes and 
already known offenders are mentioned. This gives an impression that differs 
considerably from official statistics, which are compiled before consideration 
is given to what is to be included and what is not - in other words, which are 
produced on the basis of fudged specifications and working methods. 


«In North Rhine-Westphalia, crimes committed in or around asylum 
seekers' homes are not to be communicated by the police to the outside 
world, unless they are attacks by suspected right-wing extremists. In Austria, 
too, it is common practice not to publicise crimes committed by asylum 
seekers by means of a police press release.»”” 


69  http://www.huffingtonpost.de/torsten-heinrich/merkel-fluchtlinge- 
fluchtlingspolitik_b_12178860.html 

70 https://www.unzensuriert.at/content/0019682-Polizisten-brechen-Schweigen- 
Asylanten-Verbrechen-werden-auf-Weisung-von-oben 
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Those who have entered without a legal basis” are already starting to 
openly brag about spreading their gangster-like “culture” and taking young, 
fertile women away from us. 


«Africans control the German Girls, we're the Kings” — ‘Refugees’ brag 
about “picking all women” 

Face of a dying Nation — Backup 

Published 25.09.2016 

In this clip, taken in Mannheim, African refugees brag that they are 
“picking all the German girls” and that they “control them” while walking 
through the city with four obese women. The video was posted on Social media 
by a refugee himself. They put special emphasis on the claim that they are “now 
the Kings” there, that they “love this place” and are spreading the “African way 
of life”.»” (youtube) 


Under feminist conditions, gangsters or fashionable slackers are pre fer- 
red to the hard-working local men who have to pay with their taxes for the 
“fun” of their supplanters. We cannot imagine how cruel this is for the locals 
who lose those girls or do not even have opportunities with them, but becau- 
se of the lack of women thus created, are left without their presence, sexual 
gratification or procreation, at worst all alone, still have to work and pay for 
it, provide the women takers royally with money, and lose their own country 
to them. Because there is no feeling, no sympathy for their own men. They 
are discriminated against right up to the law. 


Meanwhile, these financially and sexually parasitic young men are mis- 
sing out in their own country to protect their own wives and families, whom 
they left behind in the conditions from which they themselves supposedly 
“fled”. They are contributing nothing for us, highly rewarded, instead of 
building their own country, working for their own families in their own 
country and finding their own wives there and taking care of them. 


«Thu 22.09.2016 | 19:30 | Brandenburg aktuell 

Honour killing trial 

Article by Michael Lietz 

Parents confess 

The father allegedly beat his daughter's boyfriend with a nail-studded 
piece of squared timber. The mother allegedly choked the daughter and at- 
tacked her with a brick — all because the Lebanese parents did not agree with 


71 whereby the legal basis is additionally outdated 
72 « (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DXf20tTw Wto) 
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their daughter's non-Muslim boyfriend. At the Frankfurt (Oder) Regional 
Court, the trial for attempted joint murder continued on Thursday.»” (rbb-on- 
line) 


While our women are fair game for them, their wives — especially those 
of the Muslim faith — are not granted to our men, but are often defended with 
violence and attempts at murder. 


«According to the Koran, a Muslim woman may not marry a non-Mus- 
lim (without being disowned by the family). A Muslim may marry a non- 
Muslim (Christian, Jew - but not an infidel), but the children must be brought 
up in an Islamic way.»” (tichyseinblick) 


This further exacerbates the lack of women for the working (non-Mus- 
lim) men here who pay for mass immigration and feminism through taxes. It 
would be useless to react arrogantly and believe that “no sensible woman 
would be interested in asylum seekers”, as is often said among (apparently 
partly arrogant) migration critics — by women as well as men. Pride comes 
before a fall. Those who talk like this do not understand the numerical corre- 
lations. 


«If a guy wants a girl-friend he has to ‘play the game’ and pander to 
the reflexive female preference for thugs and morons. The alternative is 
found in the life of James Holmes: he followed the ‘intellectual’ path and ex- 
perienced only involuntary celibacy for his pains. It doesn't take much smarts 
to see that dysfunctional female mate-preference is the primary cause of 
male educational failure in the Anglosphere.» (Stephen Jarosek, Tyrants of 
Matriarchy, 2015) 


The tendency of women to prefer no-goods to eager and educated men 
when given “free choice” — especially in feminist-influenced circumstances — 
has already been discussed. It contributes to the school failure of the current 
generation of boys, who learn early on that they either have to become a bit 
“gangsta” or “antisocial” themselves, or be cut by girls and women. The easi- 
er it will be for the illegal flood of millions of male immigrants to displace 
the native-born men in women. The following article shows how blatant the 
wrong female choice can be: 


73 http://www.rbb-online.de/brandenburgaktuell/archiv/20160922_1930/ehren- 
mord.html 

74 http://www.tichyseinblick.de/gastbeitrag/arbeitsmarkt-fuer-gefluechtete- 
muslime-halbjahresbericht-2016/ 
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«DNA tests prove retired postman has over 1,300 illegitimate children 

The Riddler 

Nashville, TN | An 87-year-old former postman has been proven to have 
fathered over 1,300 illegitimate children after a private investigator hired by 
a Tennessee family discovered the shocking truth. ... 

“Contraception wasn't very popular in those days,” he told local repor- 
ters in his defense. “I have nothing to be ashamed of. The 60s were the good 
old days and I did a great Johnny Cash impression which played out real 
good with the ladies,” he explained. “Some even thought I was Johnny Cash 
for real,” he recalls laughingly. “I don't know if they really believed it or if 
they were trying to convince themselves, but who was I to say no to a 
quickie?” he acknowledged. ... 

“The truth unleashed could break up hundreds or more families and 
that's definitely not the point of all these years of research.” ... 

Although DNA testing and testimonies point out to over 1,300 illegiti- 
mate children fathered by the retired postman, Sid Roy believes there could 
be many more. “I've spent 15 years of my own personal time into this, I think 
it's enough,” he admits. “But my research clearly shows there could be many 
more children,” he told local reporters, although he declined to comment if 
the numbers were in the hundreds or thousands more. 

Source:infamoustribune.com»” 


Female choice works badly. If we believe the source, in the 1960s a 
postman — before the spread of contraception — managed to have a proven 
1300 children with a high number of possible additional children that were 
not proven. The mothers were probably mostly wives married to other men, 
who were quick to seduce or get involved with an attractive postman. Their 
husbands were allowed to raise the cuckoo children, pay the bill and were 
cheated out of their own procreation. 


If they were not married, other men were not given a chance because 
they inexplicably did not conform to female ideas, were not "selected". This 
arbitrary discrimination against men by women rejecting them or infidelity, 
leading to cuckold children, is outrageously unjust. (Marriage is also difficult 
or impossible to achieve for many, often a path to unhappiness given the 
circumstances, a free ticket to long-term pay servitude due to divorce laws). 


75 http://www.thebigriddle.com/2016/03/dna-tests-prove-retired-postman-has.html 
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Even the so-called “men's scene” usually does not understand the lot of 
male losers (who do not become spouses in the first place and are excluded 
altogether); instead of profoundly criticising feminism and exposing the true 
oppression and discrimination of men, “alpha men” or would-be alpha men 
set the tone there, those few lucky winners of female power of choice who 
logically easily ally themselves with picky women because they have an 
advantage from it, are beneficiaries of feminist society. 
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How Feminists Deceived Women and Society 


§ eminists have pretended to represent women's interests for more than a ge- 


neration to gain their approval, waging aggressive mudslinging against their 
own domestic men, disenfranchising them, silencing them and making them 
unable to fight back. But the alleged “rape culture” had never existed, was 
the product of bad feminist imagination — and secret, repressed desires of 
feminists who perverted it into negativity and hatred. But feminists have 
created the very rape culture they claimed to fight. They have destroyed 
traditional cultures, including in the Islamic sphere, all the means that 
balance and civilise. The result is an uprooted proletariat of young men who 
have no chance of finding decent work at home or even of meeting the high 
standards required for marriage or by women. This uprooted mob, further 
brutalised by crises and wars, has been invited to Europe by feminists. 


In this way, radical feminist Sweden became the rape centre of Europe, 
whole areas slid into gang crime, became “no-go zones”. Like the Swedish 
feminist party, their sisters in mischief also promoted boundless and 
defenceless openness in Germany, unleashed a flood of millions that will 
sink us into problems even worse than those of Sweden. 


The “rape Melania” placard worn at anti-Trump demonstrations is fit to 
be a feminist classic, right after their groundbreaking effort that made 
#Taharrush folklore. 
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«RAPE MELANIA»> 


Feminists use even such means against dissenters as they wrongly 
accuse them of. This is the usual bigotry of feminism in all areas. 


Feminism has created the very “rape culture” they claimed to fight, 
which did not exist before feminism. They have deceived and betrayed 
women, led the whole of society hugely astray — and they have done so with 
all their campaigns. The same is true with all issues: Natural culture balanced 
out, aroused loving feelings, connected people. It was the destruction of 
natural culture that made possible the terrible abuses that feminism pretends 
to fight, while in fact they were made possible and spread by that ideology in 
the first place. 


Traditional men and culture are the ones who protect, help and represent 
the interests of healthy women. Feminism spreads destruction. Men's rights 
activists do more for women than all feminists combined. 


Unfortunately, contemporaries of feminist waves have never understood 
this clearly enough. The statement applies to all feminist waves. 
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Domestic Violence 


The Absurdity of Feminist Campaigns on Domestic Vio- 
lence 


Summary: Like all feminist campaigns, those on “domestic violence” are 
based on fallacy, false claims and absurdity. Feminism was not about redu- 
cing violence, but about waging a war against men and culture in which vio- 
lence by women and feminists against men and the (freely invented) “ene- 
my” was welcome. 


1.) Men carry a much higher risk and protect women. 
2.) over 99% of injuries are not caused by domestic violence. 


3.) Victims are more often male, women more often perpetrators and 
triggers of quarrels and violence. 


4.) Feminists promote female & feminist violence. 


5.) Lesbians run a higher risk of domestic violence than heterosexual 
women. 
6.) Feminists do not help women if they do not fit the feminist grid. 


Nevertheless, falsified statistics were used to mentally alienate women 
from men and convert them to feminism, as well as to sexually alienate 
women from men, which was a side intention of the strong lesbian faction 
among feminists. (See the evidence in the relevant chapter.) 


As usual, the feminist smear campaign around domestic violence is 
false and absurd on many levels at once. 


1.) # First absurdity 


In all cultures, men protected both children, the offspring, and women 
from danger. That is why children and women are the safest group in society. 
Men were exposed to hardships and dangers, also for their lives, did heavy 
and dangerous work and protected, whether long ago against wild animals, 
extreme climate or other adverse circumstances. Men risked their lives for 
wife and family in peace and war. Originally — in all intact cultures — they 
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were rewarded with respect, love and authority that preserved the balance, 
also in terms of life expectancy. 


Today, men continue to be exposed to higher risks, even in the technical 
society. Women continue to be safer than men, married women even more so 
and housewives the most. Any compensation is missing. Recognition for the 
higher shouldered burdens is missing. Respect is missing. 


«Men comprise 77% of murder victims»”® ... only 17 % were women, 
the rest children. 


According to recent studies, eight out of ten murder victims worldwide 
are men. This only shows victims of violence in everyday life. Missing are 
deaths from acts of war, fallen conscripted soldiers, higher death rates from 
dangerous occupations, and dangers that men are traditionally and just as 
expected to face today. 


Male tasks and areas are much more dangerous. Men are more exposed 
to violence and other risks. They are injured or killed in battles, do most of 
the dangerous or dirty work, are killed in wars. Their deaths are ignored by 
the media, as with the mass murder of all men in the Bosnian war, when 
feminists blathered about a “war on women” when it was obviously a war on 
men and a terrible massacre of men and boys, whereas women were not 
killed. Similarly, in Nigeria, many murders of thousands of men and boys 
were ignored for years, only to immediately cry out and vow action when a 
few hundred schoolgirls were abducted. 


This is a characteristic phenomenon. Perceptions are often starkly diffe- 
rentiated by sex, ignoring male suffering, seeing men more negatively, favou- 
ring women and perceiving them in a rosier light. Feminism is based on such 


misperception. 


Many men died after being sent to the crashed reactor in Chernobyl in 
1986 to clear away the radiating debris. 


Women are protected — men bear the risks and protect them. 


2.) # Second absurdity 


76 http://fathersforlife.org/population_politics/US_population_figures_80-96.htm 
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Domestic violence is very rare compared to other dangers. 
«Deaths in hospitals due to medical errors, maltreatment and neglect 


(Canada) 30,000 
Suicides in Canada (1996) 


male 3,093 
female 848 

Partner violence in Canada (1997, StatCan) 
female 63»77 


The proportion of victims of domestic violence is very low compared to 
other causes of death. Feminists have falsified statistics for their campaigns 
to distort the facts. 


It is more likely to die from falling out of bed than from domestic vio- 
lence. 


«Each year, one out of every 350,000 of us will die from falling out of 
bed... However, from the incidence rate of such deaths it can be calculated 
that quite possibly 94 of them, more than the fatalities from partner violence, 
occur each year in Canada.» 


This makes domestic violence a rare occurrence that is graphically 
insignificant compared to other risks. The smear campaign portraying 
women as victims is very wrong because other risks are much greater — and 
traditionally women have been sacrificially protected from risks by men. 


3.) # Third absurdity 


Even if the statistically much lower risk at home is considered, the femi- 
nist campaign is once again very wrong: Domestic violence is more often 
perpetrated by women than by men and even more often started — and trig- 
gered — by women. Men are more often victims of domestic violence than 
women. This is even more true when emotional violence — nagging — is taken 
into account. 


«Harvard study says 70% of domestic violence is committed by women 
against men 


77 http://fathersforlife.org/fv/Alta/rtd/government_misandry2.htm 
78  fathersforlife.org/fv/Alta/rtd/government_misandry2.htm#Falling out_of_bed 
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Newscast Media — ...I have to present to my reading audience some cold hard 
facts that the ‘mainstream media’ has chosen to ignore in relation to domestic 
violence... 

The evidence I present to you comes from my investigative research of data 
produced by reputable organizations like Harvard Medical School, The Center for 
Disease Control (CDC) and the American Psychiatric Association, just to mention 
a few. 

The mainstream media seems to imply that men are the sole perpetrators of 
violence against women, but research proves otherwise... The Harvard study found 
that when violence was one-sided, meaning unprovoked, both men and the women 
themselves who took the study said 70% of the time it was the women who com- 


mitted violence against the men.” 
www.newscastmedia.com/domestic-violence.pdf Q. Suchen 
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Domestic violence: Not Always 
One Sided 


Mention of domestic violence immediately brings to mind 
an intimidating male batterer. But a 2007 article shows 
that the problem — also called intimate partner violence 
— is often more complicated and may involve both 
women and men as perpetrators. 


Nearly 11,000 men and women, a representative sample 
of the American population ages 18 to 28, participated in 
2 national survey. They were asked the following 
questions about their most important recent sexual or 
romantic relationship: 


1. How often in the past year have you threatened 
your partner with violence, pushed him or her, or 
thrown something at him or her that could hurt, 
and how often has your partner done that to you? 


Healthy Eating 


Heart Di 


According to a comprehensive Harvard study, 70 per cent of all one- 
sided domestic violence is perpetrated by women against men. 


79  (http://newscastmedia.com/blog/2010/07/15/harvard-study-says-70-of- 
domestic-violence-is-committed-by-women-against-men/ , 
http://newscastmedia.com/domestic-violence.htm) 
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Recent local surveys also came to fitting conclusions: 


«More men than women victims of domestic violence in Thuringia ... 

Erfurt — In the years 2011 to 2016, 151 persons were victims of severe 
domestic violence in Thuringia. This is the result of the answer given by 
Minister of the Interior Georg Maier (SPD) to a question by CDU interior 
politician Raymond Walk. The cases listed by Maier are “attempted and 
completed homicides in the social environment”. 

What is particularly surprising is that, contrary to popular expectation, it 
is by no means mainly women who are victims of serious domestic 
violence.»*’ (insuedthueringen.de) 


The same applies when getting to know each other. 


«Men are More Likely Than Women to Be Victims in Dating Violence, 
UNH Expert Says»*!' (unh.edu) 


Nagging comes so much more often from women that it is described as 
a “predominantly female” form of violence. But women also lash out more 
often than men. Older statistics from the peak of the second feminist wave 
apparently underestimated the proportion of women perpetrators compared to 
today's results (which are still influenced by feminism): 


«Female first strike: His additional evaluation of the “National Family 
Violence Survey” revealed that 53 percent of women involved in violent 
partnerships strike first in disputes, but only 42 percent of men — and that 
even according to the women... The problem therefore also consists of the of- 
ten positive portrayal of female violence in the media.» (Focus 47 / 1994, p. 
254) 


Positive portrayals of female violence were massively disseminated and 
celebrated by feminist waves. 


4.) # Fourth absurdity 


80 https://www.insuedthueringen.de/region/thueringen/thuefwthuedeu/In- 
Thueringen-mehr-Maenner-als-Frauen-Opfer-haeuslicher- 
Gewalt;art83467,5921189 

81 http://www.unh.edu/news/cj_nr/2006/may/em_60519male.cfm?type=n 
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Feminists promote female aggression and even discuss that alleged ‘re- 
venge’ by women should always be unpunished. (The reasons for alleged ‘re- 
venge’ are free inventions of feminist ideology). 


Feminists welcomed when women injured or murdered men. A 
‘women's calendar’ included a day of remembrance for the double murder 
committed by a woman farmer. (Emma Calendar, after: Felix Stern, “And 
who will free the men?”, p. 240) 


Female aggression and violence in life, films and other media is wel- 
comed and spread by feminists. (See “Culture and The Sexes”, Appendix. 
Documented already in the 1990 version of “The Two Sexes’’.) 


Another lie is the feminist claim that they stand up against violence — 
which, according to the feminist definition, includes aggression up to loud 
door-slamming or jokes. 


Feminists support aggression and (real) violence if it is female or femi- 
nist only. Their real aim was to denigrate men, destroy their authority and 
prestige, which keep families and culture functioning and thus hinder the 
spread of feminist ideology. The other “forms of violence” according to the 
feminist definition are virtually everyday forms of behaviour by disrooted 
females towards men, and even more so by feminists towards their enemy 
image of men and “patriarchy”. Aggression and such “forms of violence” 
were constant methods of feminists in their war against man, nature and 
culture. Their campaigns of hostility ensured that resistance was impossible 
in the spread of their ideology. 


Threats and censorship are standard methods used by feminists to perse- 
cute dissenters. Violence, threats and intimidation? Good deeds according to 
feminists when they are carried out by feminists against dissenters. 


«Randi Harper 

The creator of GGAutoBlocker who is currently receiving $2,500 a 
month from various Patreon supporters[1] for “anti-harassment work” has 
also harassed and encouraged her followers to harass several individuals 
using her Twitter handle. A woman who identified as anti-GamerGate and 
engaged in discourse with GamerGate supporters via KotakuInAction was 
“literally crying” after Randi made a rape joke at her expense and encoura- 
ged her followers to join in.[2] In another well-documented instance, a scien- 
tist who ran an analysis to vet the performance of Randi's blockbot left twit- 
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ter after her followers threatened to physically harm his wife. This occur- 
red after she spoke up against the harassment and threats made against 
her husband.[3»” 


The alleged fighter against “harassment” not only harasses herself, but 
terrorises dissenters with the help of her followers. Rape jokes and threats 
against the husband are used as a tool against critics. The seeds are sown. 
Children and young people are indoctrinated and join in: 


«Gamergate supporter Doxxed by 16 Year old Girl who wanted to “Bea 
good feminist”. 

@TheAwesomeMan isn't a particularly well-known figure. Owning a 
smaller internet blog and a twitter handle and thus his harassment may have 
flew over the head of some. However, all harassment is worth talking about, 
so, let's discussion what happened here. 

@TheAwesomeMan or “Mikie” was using his twitter handle to support 
Gamergate in the recent video gaming kerfuffle that has swept twitter by 
storm. His tweets were not abusive, nor harassing, not that these are excuses 
for the kind of behaviour some are receiving. 

Unfortunately for Mikie, he was targeted by a toxic element that is 
become all to common for supporters of Gamergate, not only online harass - 
ment, but that harassment turning into real life threats. 

The following is a series of tweets he received for doing the audacious 
act, of supporting another user on twitter. 

Threatened with violence, insulted and harassed in a torrent of 
abuse and personal attacks. Whilst unfortunate, this is not uncommon for 
those targeted by people opposing the “Gamergate” tag. 

However, this is where things went from bad, to worse. A friend of 
Mikie's received a message informing them they the abuser intended to 
“Send him a message and make sure he no longer bothers anyone”.»® (The 
Lunatic, 24.10. 2014) 


5.) # Fifth absurdity 


With the campaign, feminists are stirring up fear of men, and lesbian fe- 
minists are trying to steal women from men, even though heterosexual 
women live much safer lives than bisexual and lesbian women. 


82 http://wiki.gamergate.me/index.php?title=Harassment#Randi_ Harper 
83 http:/Awww.escapistmagazine.com/forums/read/528.86363 1-Gamergate- 
supporter-Doxxed-by- 1 6- Year-old-Girl-who-wanted-to-Be-a-good-feminist 
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«The CDC's 2010 National Intimate Partner and Sexual Violence Sur- 
vey, released again in 2013 with new analysis, reports in its first-ever study 
focusing on victimization by sexual orientation that the lifetime prevalence 
of rape, physical violence, or stalking by an intimate partner was 43.8 per- 
cent for lesbians, 61.1 percent for bisexual women, and 35 percent for 
heterosexual women, while it was 26 percent for gay men, 37.3 percent for 
bisexual men, and 29 percent for heterosexual men (this study did not inclu- 
de gender identity or expression).»™* (JD Glass) 


6.) # Sixth absurdity 


Feminists do not think of helping real victims who do not fit their femi- 
nist agenda; on the contrary, they help when suitable false accusations are 
made against men. 


«“You pointed out the feminist hypocrisy of glorifying fake victims 
(the cases of Emma Sulkowicz and the UVA rape hoax com to mind). Femi- 
nists have a platform where they seek equality and opportunity for women, 
but they were eerily silent when a woman was genuinely harmed and 
needed help. Why do you think that is?” 

“T believe the feminists that get media attention these days are the same 
ilk as the wealthy Victorian era suffragettes wealthy white women whose 
panties are in a bunch over imagined slights and imagined injustices. They 
do not, and never have, spoken for women who are on the outside of their 
exclusive group.”»* (Mercedes Carrera) 


However, if a man is the victim, and of quite unusual brutality, there is 
no outcry, no feminist is heard to complain. On the contrary, the cowardly 
murder of a sleeping man was still celebrated by Alice Schwarzer in EMMA 
and taken as an occasion for “women's joy”. Incitement against men encou- 
raged the atrocity and its jubilation. 


«Defencelessly mutilated 

She wanted booze, he wanted sex. Heidemarie got her way. She alleged- 
ly beat K. unconscious with a chair and then cut off his penis with a bread 
knife. To cover it all up, the woman allegedly set fire to it. “I had put the 


84 JD Glass, September 04 2014, 2 Studies That Prove Domestic Violence Is an 
LGBT Issue, www.advocate.com/crime/2014/09/04/2-studies-prove-domestic- 
violence-lgbt-issue 

85 Mercedes Carrera, http://www.avoiceformen.com/feminism/mercedes-carrera- 
on-feminist-dominated-media-ignoring-an-inconvenient-rape/ 


126 


liquor bottle away. That's when she got angry. I never wanted sex from her.”» 
(Focus 6 / 1994, p. 30/31) 


Alice Schwarzer, leading feminist of the second wave in Germany, was 
once together with a man and became a feminist through an ‘awakening ex- 
perience’ in which she typically interpreted the circumstances exactly the 
wrong way round. In her biography, a dance lesson experience was named as 
the trigger, in which she exceptionally got into a situation that women other- 
wise almost never experience, but which is everyday reality for boys and 
men. I described this in more detail in “Dangerous Book”. Women like to 
relate such things to themselves and their sex, and they easily crack up. Alice 
Schwarzer became a feminist, lesbian, radical and man-hating because of a 
lifelong illusion. She will never realise that she stumbled upon a typical daily 
male problem that is so unimaginable to women that they react in horror if 
they experience just once what they do to men on a daily basis. They then 
psychically collapse. Result: feminist political hysteria. Read “Dangerous 
Book” — it's worth it. 


«A kitchen appliance for his birthday. I could have killed him.» (For 
You, Advertising, 12 / 1998, p. 197) 


“Art”, films and books inciting hatred and violence against men have 
become normal. Radical feminism has become “conservative” everyday life 
in mass media and entertainment. Already in the 1990s we were inundated 
with such advertising and “art” on a daily basis. Alarming coldness spread by 
the 1970s, worsening with each decade thereafter. 


«Literature 
... A woman, Nicola, beautiful and damaging to men because she is 
indifferent to men ... 
. everything is supposed to be quite true and real: the passion of 
Nicola, which is rather a crusade against men» (Focus 30 / 1995, p. 81) 


If the victims were women, feminists would have started an uproar. 
They have spread a blatant hatred of men that is unprecedented. Such por- 
trayal of women would have been as unthinkable in a traditional world as it 
is today. But since they are male victims, feminists and twisted men find it 
okay, even entertaining and ‘funny’. Whether this masochistic twisting of 
men is based more on feminist brainwashing, or on a cavalier instinct run 
amok, I leave to expert scholars to investigate. 
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«Rose Cavalier 
Esther as a vengeful nurse who bloodily messes up the alliance of the 
Rose Cavaliers.... German horror.» (The Week, 10.10.1997) 


Bloody revenge, like violence, has long been celebrated as ‘beautiful’ 
when it stems from women. This is feminist ‘morality’ that has characterised 
our media for decades. 


«Amelie Fried has given the world what is probably the most beautiful 
act of revenge in literary history.» (Stiidwest-Press, advertising double-page 
spread, For You 12 / 1998, p. 166) [against men it's nice?! ] 


In the midst of the concentrated feminist brutality and male-baiting, 
which is spread like a virus just as feminist ideology by all public and state 
authorities, there is of course the usual denigration of men, which in a 
grotesque transposition accuses men of exactly what feminists alone actually 
do: 


«Behind the concentrated male brutality» (Stuttgarter Zeitung, 24.10. 
1997, Review) 


All that is missing now are reader comments that find such agitation 
funny, have become accustomed to it, do not understand how manipulated 
and guided by slanted vision they themselves are. What not long ago were 
key points of radical feminism have arrived in society as a whole, and also 
among conservatives, as “normality” that is tenaciously and furiously main- 
tained. In this respect, infected men are just as biting and indignant as 
feminists — once they have swallowed a radical feminist principle, they dog- 
gedly impose it on the rest of the world. 


Those who do not allow themselves to be infected by the ideology feel 
like in the novel or play “the rhinos” by Ionesco. 


«Always ... one stiletto step ahead of the dull men.» (journal Frankfurt 8 
/ 1997, p. 3) 


«... all too template-like ... The obsessive reporteress drives a Porsche, 
of course, has problems with men and knows immediately that the accused 
man is guilty.» (Letter from a female reader about “The court reporteress”, 
Hor Zu 37 / 1994) 
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«Men are like toilets. Either they are occupied or they are shitty.» 
(lonely hearts ad Fritz {Magazine from Frankfurt on Main}, 4 / 1998) 


With the above insult, a woman was obviously looking for a male part- 
ner in 1998, which says something about how sick this time is. Incidentally, 
something similar was already noticed in the 1920s: a collective sickness — 
which has to do with hatred of and disenfranchisement of local men, their 
needs, affairs and peoples, as can be shown. 


«"We want to make the girls more self-confident and give them new 
ideas. A saying from their homemade newspaper should probably prove that 
they have already come very close to this goal: "Boys are like toilets, either 
occupied or shitty.” From: HH 19/95» (Letter to the editor from S., about 
Hamburg girls' work «Boys must stay outside») (MRB 14/ 1996) 


[Good fun shitting on the toilets!] 


«and only digestible for women. 
Men's taunts like you've never been served before.»*° (Kaja and 
ANDREAS Rodius, 4/1998) 


«In the Arabella broadcast “All men are cock-ridden”» (Spiegel 31 / 
1997, p. 9) 


«The male employment biography tends to be asocial» (Women make 
school, Congress 1993, p. 81) 


[Work to meet women's demands and aspirations. ] 


«And that's what you always like to read: men are “an extremely error- 
prone construction”, women are the “more stable, more mature sex’’.» (Spie- 
gel 44 / 1997, p. 141) 


[As radically immature as feminist ideology and as unstable as regularly 
self-contradictory grouchiness, the unstable self-awareness of femancipates 
must be ‘empowered’*’ (ermichtigt) with half-baked racisms. {see also 
quote: female identity crisis, Spiegel} | 


86 in the1990s: http://home.t-online.de/home/0742254099-0001 
87 [‘Empower’ is said because it sounds better than the historically loaded 
Enabling Act / Seizure of Power, which is factually accurate. | 
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[In fact, feminists constantly show how error-prone and half-baked their 
thinking is, how unstable their self-confidence is. Men have to live with 
decades and lifetimes of denigration and a war against their sex, and are 
supposed to remain sovereign without even pulling a face: Who, pray tell, is 
the more stable sex? Who spreads crass, radical insanity? ] 


«Feminists did not want to be deprived of the victim bonus and revealed 
women as the ‘actual’ victims — while ... [men] were already dying of the 
consequences.» (Spiegel 32 / 1993, p. 43) 


While females could not tolerate quiet irony, and whined and com- 
plained at every disappointment, imagining themselves in the role of victims, 
men were allowed to survive 50 years of daily hounding and bending in 
silence and muteness — what speaks more for stability? 


«Women, according to feminist Phyllis Chesler, are far more often neu- 
rotic and unstable than men, more easily dependent on psychotherapy, more 
susceptible to depression, bad moods (anger), nervous breakdowns, para- 
noia»» (Daniel Amneus) 


In fact, a reading of her texts reveals that they consist mainly of blaming 
society for psychological findings in women. The book “Settling the Score 
With Feminism” shows that this was especially true for many founding femi- 
nists. 


«it is for predominantly female behavior such as ... anxiety neuroses, 
paranoia»** (Phyllis Chesler, NY Times 1972) 


«that for a number of reasons women behave in the manner labeled 
“mentally ill” more often» (Phyllis Chesler, Women as Psychiatric and Psy- 
chotherapeutic Patients) 


Above all, masculine stability was used for women, protecting and 
loving, whereas feminist-female qualities or deficiencies were spitefully 
directed against men. 


88 https://www.nytimes.com/1972/12/3 1/archives/women-and-madness-by- 
phyllis-chesler-illustrated-359-pp-new-york.html 
89 https://www.jstor.org/stable/349448 
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Bookshop, 2nd place on the bestseller list: «Machiavelli for Women — 
Strategy and Tactics in the Sex War» (14.7.1998) 


«And according to Petra's tried and tested model, in which men always 
get the short end of the stick. Speaking of men: they only appear in this 
‘women's’ study in passing and as staffage.» (Frankfurter Rundschau, 
19.6.1998, p. 11) 


«But what T. delivers is the dime-a-dozen version of the serial killer 
chase, with bland relationship bickering, banner dialogues and the usual 
glorification of a strong but ‘sensitive’ woman surrounded by incompetent or 
broken men.» (Stuttgarter Zeitung, 30.4.1998, p. 10) 


The extreme spread of such ideological clichés has already been proven 
for television; even within an hour, sometimes only fractions, an accumulati- 
on on many channels can be shown by simple zapping. Analysis of the entire 
programmes would have to be even more productive. The same applies to the 
mass-produced ‘women's’ books which, contrary to their name, are now 
unfortunately feminist books. 


«In the mammoth television series “Berlin-Alexanderplatz’, adapted 
from Déblin's novel for television by Rainer Fabbinder, the father — comple- 
tely detached from the text of the great novel — is portrayed at the end as the 
cause of all evil.» (Prof. Georg Huntemann, The destruction of the person, 
1981, p. 56) 


Feminists against domestic violence? As with all campaigns, it was a 
pretext. Feminists welcomed and defended female violence against men, in- 
cluding in the home, on sleeping or bound men. They used the issue only for 
an emotional campaign against man, culture and nature, to seduce women 
into feminist ideology and lifestyle, to arouse man-hating, blinding emotions 
and resentments that spill and bury genuine and loving feelings. They were 
about sole dominance power, destruction of any male counterbalance, and 
thus any possibility of balance. It was about destruction of human nature and 
the foundations of culture. They practised a kind of mental lynch mentality, 
created a rage mob that successfully prevented any dangerous refutation, rec- 
tification, expression of opinion for decades. 
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Prostitution 


Decades of feminist campaigns have been directed against prostitution and 


pornography, which as usual have been portrayed as ‘contemptible to wo- 
men’. Yet it is an ancient biological fact that women reject many men, or de- 
mand payment from them for sex, even in the animal kingdom.” Such murky 
exploitation through profiteering from the needy is ancient and a disgrace — 
for the exploiters. Feminism twists everything into the opposite. 


If there were no discrimination against men by women, there would be 
no demand for prostitution. (Evidence follows) 


Prostitution has its first antecedents in common ancestors of humans 
and chimpanzees, where the granting of sexual favours in exchange for food 
hunted by male chimpanzees occasionally occurs. 


From this arose, with the development of humans, a sexual division of 
labour, which is, however, more highly developed and a genuine exchange of 
gifts, in which women also procure and contribute food through work. That 
animal preform is a distorted form. 


What happens is biologically the following: The absolutely dominant 
power of choice of the female makes it possible to reject male applicants and 
demand counter gifts. When this is done so directly, we find it crude business 
and outrageous because taboos are violated. Since then, exchange has be- 
come considerably more refined, and in a more refined, sublimated form, it is 
the mainstay of human culture. Such clumsy exchange is therefore often per- 
ceived as dangerous. 


On the female side, it is about women's electoral power, and thus female 
dominance in this field. This is the real reason why feminists (of both sexes) 
find prostitution “outrageous” and degrading. In fact, there is a business 
being made out of men's dependence on female sexual selection. They get 
paid for the short-term removal of this power of selection. Thus, the male 
view of this as exploitation, of being paid for something that should be natu- 


90 Itis a fact of biology that in most animal species females discriminate against 
males. The term “discrimination” is a scientific term that is justified in this 
context. The real discrimination has been overlooked, denied by feminists, who 
instead impute a freely invented ‘discrimination’ that only springs from their 
absurd ideology, which sets terms and goals that contradict nature. 
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ral and loving, would be more accurate than the feminist view, which is ba- 
sed on completely false assertions of fact (male dominance and power). 


The real reason for the condemnation of prostitution by “decent” wo- 
men who do not pursue it or by most feminist women is that it “spoils the 
prize” for other women. Selection pressure can extract high gifts from men. 
Prostitution provides a “cheap outlet”, makes sexual intercourse more readily 
available, less scarce, thus lowers the enforceable demands and entitlements 
of other women. The value of female sexuality increases through scarcity. 
The scarcer the commodity, the higher its value. The harder it is for men to 
get sex, the more powerful female dominance through selection. Prostitution 
is hated by women because it thwarts their power game. 


The anger of government politicians who in recent years have railed 
against the “flat rate” in brothels, i.e. cheap offers, fits into this picture. The 
lower the price, the more outraged the moral consciousness, because wo- 
men's power base, which is perceived as “worth protecting”, is dwindling. 


Although the view of free men would have to reject prostitution as ex- 
ploitation of a natural need, it is still better than a doomed fight against na- 
ture if it is banned; the only solution would be to make sexual love attainable 
for men without payment — what the “love generation” of the sexual revoluti- 
on tried to do before being overrun by feminism. 


««They dropped out of prostitution too, because in the sixties, even if 
they had wanted some extra cash, how could they compete with free-love 
market?» (Dwight Worker, The Wild Years) [see: John C. Mileahed, Hippie- 
philosophie] 


This also solves the question of the chicken and the egg — which came 
first, demand or supply? There were probably young women in the centres of 
the love generation who wanted to earn easy money quickly through sexual 
propositions, but they found no takers because there were enough other op- 
portunities that also seemed much more enticing and beautiful. Instead of 
blaming and further incriminating men, as the state and public prejudice re- 
gularly do, men only need to be freed from their sexual oppression and pro- 
stitution will disappear — to the chagrin of those young women who apprecia- 
te such an easy source of income. Today, girls try to cash in on men on Only - 
Fans — a comfortable life model having to contribute anything useful. Com- 
mercial supply and lack of female love for all native men create demand, not 
the other way around. 
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Also in old ethnological reports, or books by travellers (e.g. Herbert 
Rittlinger) I found hints according to which women of some Stone Age tribes 
were actually sexually accessible, but definitely had a tendency to prefer to 
be paid for their attention. We should not dismiss such Stone Age comments 
as “prejudice” or even with feminist phrases like “chauvinistic”. I have read 
some very wise and enlightening remarks by elders of such tribes who were 
obviously aware of the danger of being subjugated by female dominance. 
Perhaps those people had more experience than we do and the prejudice is 
more on our side. I cannot reproduce all such remarks here because some are, 
well, too “politically incorrect” and explosive. 


A more realistic way than “love free for men too” is that of traditional 
culture — see chapter on culture and “Culture and The Sexes”, chap. 4 — but 
this has been particularly thoroughly buried and banned by feminist waves. 


The pressure to acquire female favour is the basic force of evolution and 
life. Thus, prostitution is not a “misogynist abuse by powerful men” — each 
word grossly distorting the facts into the opposite — but profiteering by the 
dominant selectoresses who first cruelly discriminate against many men in 
order to subsequently profit from their own cruelty and lack of empathy by 
callously lifting a man's exclusion in the short term in exchange for money or 
counter-gifts. 


Whether it later developed into an ugly industry is irrelevant — the trig- 
ger is female sexual dominance, which allows women to discriminate against 
men, and exceptions to this often oppressive rule to be paid by them. This is 
not to say that people don't suffer from such an industry — of course people 
do, including women, including whores. It is just that the analysis that bla- 
mes men for the emergence of ugly prostitution industries, often illegal or 
shady, is fundamentally flawed. 


In fact, it is the other way round: the suffering of prostitution can only 
be overcome if female dominance through sexual selection and thus sexual 
deprivation are abolished. This is what the sexual revolution tried to do. In 
fact, hippie sources of the time show how prostitution became redundant 
among the successful beneficiaries of their fad. At the time, women interes- 
ted in doing business with sex resented the lack of demand because there was 
so much “competition” from hippie girls who were available — at least to 
men recognised in their circles — without expecting anything in return or pay- 
ment. Of course, this did not work for the vast majority of men at that time 


134 


either: they had to work while non-working hippie men fucked at their ex- 
pense. 


But this open attitude of those sexually generous hippie girls was a 
thorn in the side of feminists because female dominance was collapsing 
through sexual selection. Therefore, they hated such freedom, twisted it with 
a radical, one-sided smear campaign against men and male sexuality, which 
was quickly suppressed again, more violently than ever before. Freedom has 
only existed for women since then. 


This cleared the way for a new type of feminist ideology of hate that fal- 
sely labelled oppressed men as oppressors and wrongly portrayed oppressing 
women as victims. At the same time, the way was cleared for a new industry 
of prostitution and pornography, much more blatant than anything that exis- 
ted before. Both sides are results of the same cultural destruction. Pornogra- 
phy arguably became such a powerful industry for the first time in our civili- 
sation. Feminists are lying to themselves when they portray prostitution and 
pornography as their adversaries; both stem from female dominance strate- 
gies and were only really spread by feminism after “flower children’ wanted 
to make them obsolete. 


As with all feminist campaigns, feminists were not concerned with pro- 
stitution. In cases where a businesswoman has emancipated herself from life 
to such an extent that she cannot find a suitable man because female de- 
mands grow with her position and there is no longer an interested man above 
her in the once male hierarchy, then the whining is great. In fact, that large 
majority of men are the losers who are no longer eligible because they are se- 
en by her as “social relegation”. The whining of the successful woman is thus 
a whining of the powerful choosers, of the woman who has taken her female 
dominance of sexual choice to such an extreme that no one can meet her ex- 
aggerated expectations. 


Of course, the feminists' pity is not for the male losers discriminated 
against by women, but for the overpowering woman who has become lonely 
as a result. If she then pays a gigolo in a comparatively rare modern role re- 
versal, no feminist will cry out that this is evil, outrageous, forbidding ex- 
ploitation and oppression of men that should be banned. In some poor coun- 
tries (Africa, Jamaica and elsewhere), a larger number of male gigolos live 
off female tourists as clients, which no feminist will grieve as “oppressive, 
anti-male prostitution of men”. Nor has any feminist ever indignantly fought 
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rejection and exclusion of men by choosy women as oppression of men. If 
the same thing happens to women, they protest immediately and vehemently. 


Feminists regularly acted with the sex-racist one-sidedness expected of 
them. No feminist campaign can be taken seriously. Whatever feminists have 
chalked up to men, they have advocated for women. Feminists have always 
whined about privileged women as allegedly disadvantaged, but have actual- 
ly further oppressed disadvantaged men, making them out to be “oppressors” 
and calling them names in the process. This applies to all campaigns, inclu- 
ding those on prostitution. 


Feminism of all waves in all campaigns is about a fight against man, na- 
ture and culture. That alone remains when all the false claims, self-contradic- 
tions and double standards throughout are seen through. In probably every 
campaign, feminists turn 180 degrees to the opposite as soon as women and 
men swap places. 
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Sexual Object 


The feminist claim and campaign that women were traditionally a “sexual ob- 
jects” was also false and a misunderstanding. 


No matter how many men's and women's brains are hammered with the as- 
sertion and how many believe it, at least for an assumed past, it is fundamentally 
wrong, not only nonsensical, but absurd. 


Because the woman, especially on the subject of sexuality, is biologically — 
and that means by nature — not an object, but the choosing side. Sexually, woman 
has been an absolutely dominant power for 750 million years, also in mammals, 
primates, hominids and humans. Her active and dominating role cannot be more 
crass than it is in the field of reproduction, thus of the survival of genes, in evo- 
lution. 


If at all a dependent, unworthy role can be seen in one sex, objectively or 
scientifically considered, it would be that of men, whose access to sexuality and 
thus reproduction depends on subjective decisions of the other sex. A majority of 
men are discriminated against in this. That does not apply to women. Therefore, 
in nature as well as in culture, there are counter-strategies with which men (or 
male members of species in the animal kingdom) try to become subjects of acti- 
on in order to be able to reproduce.”! 


This was the basis for the emergence of male domains, male hierarchies and 
male groups, for the benefit of the female members of the species as well, who 
not only profited and continue to profit — as with humans — from male work 
results without having to lift a finger, but also want to know the rank of possible 
acquaintances and partners in male hierarchies, because this is the basis for 
women to decide who is interesting for them as a man, or who is avoided as a 
“failure”. Therefore, the male hierarchy, enforced and created by female selecti- 
on, is more important for women than for men. It is to a greater extent women 
than men who make sure that no man cheats on his rank. 


Because male rank serves women to select or discriminate against men, 
even in the competition for high rank, which is much more arduous than female 
life, men still do not escape being objects to female choice. New efforts are nee - 
ded to try to escape the biologically destined fate. 


91 In the duck pond, there was a real arms race between the duck penis and the 
duck vagina in some duck species — but this can hardly be explained to ideologi- 
cally insane, unnatural generations who imagine they are conservationists even 
though they have no clue about nature. 
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Who was and is being objectified?! If anyone at all, it is men. As with all 
feminist accusations, the opposite is correct or more correct, provided the ap- 
proach is not insane from the start, for example, completely overlooks the mutu- 
ality of human culture, denies it, and thus ultimately destroys it. The biologically 
dominant female side is the subject, not the object, by virtue of its power of se- 
lection. Everything else is a sexual staging, not a fact of life. Such a staging is 
what the vast majority of women expect. 


It was an absolutely necessary counterbalance when men worked out how 
to be subjects in some areas. It is completely understandable and justified when 
men dream of being subjects for once, of having the choice. But such dreams 
were immediately massively opposed and suppressed by feminists by insinuating 
that “woman is a sexual object”. In doing so, they threw the actual object of fe- 
male choice and financial use back into its objecthood, to which was added op- 
probrium and hostility. Jt doesn't get more perversely twisted and unjust than 
that - that's feminism. 


It is necessary to concentrate on important tasks of humanity, to be creative; 
for this it is necessary to be unencumbered by demands from women and society. 
Neither social, sexual, mental courtship and competitions for the attention of wo- 
men, nor as a consequence competition and contest for position and prestige 
among men, should rob time, mental energy and attention. Nor should the de- 
mands of women in relationships, families or society force men to run in tread- 
mills in order to fulfil their duties of gainful employment, with which men can 
be turned into slaves for payment even after separation. In the same way, there 
must be no pressure on men regarding children, which to have or not to have a 
woman may decide on her own even after conception, whereas there is no right 
for men to decide whether they want children or not, because that depends on the 
woman involved — or not present. 


The creative power of the mind must be released to concentrate on research 
for important human issues, free from such pressures: To reverse ageing, to over- 
come genetically programmed death, to spread humanity and life out of the too 
narrow womb of planet Earth into the vastness of space. 
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Feminists Feeling “entitled” 


Everyday life: A woman is entitled to privileged treatment simply because 


she is a woman. She almost always gets the free seat. A man who approaches 
a free seat, or asks if the unused seat is still free, may be overloaded with lug- 
gage, several backpacks and barely mobile, or have a swollen knee and bare- 
ly able to limp or stand up straight, he will hardly ever be offered the seat if 
there is a woman standing nearby, but the woman will because she is a wo- 
man. Women are “entitled”. The mere question of the unoccupied seat will 
make a mockery of the limping man, or of a man weighed down by baggage; 
people will look at him askance, think badly of him; he has lost his prestige. 
Regularly the overloaded man had to stand while younger women and girls 
sat, whether with a sick knee or weighed down by an overload of luggage. 


Women feel “entitled” to many privileges and men feel equally a female 
entitlement to them. All the more paradoxical when women are privileged in 
real life is the feminist sentiment and argument that men feel “entitled” even 
though male tasks were duties. Men had to. Being a woman was enough. 


First of all, as always, the reality is misperceived, which is the preferen- 
tial treatment of women at the expense of men. Moreover, and this is probab- 
ly the motivation of such accusatory insinuation, feminist-influenced women 
feel “entitled” to take away from men all the tasks they had in society, which 
were a duty, not a privilege, a requirement without which men get no prestige 
and no access. These were female requirements for men to perform such 
tasks well. Those who did not do so were socially as well as sexually down. 
Here, too, everything was interpreted — several times — the wrong way round. 
Not only were such tasks demanded of men by women, and success in such 
specific tasks, but men needed them as a counterweight to the biological do- 
minance of the feminine. Taking away this counterbalance tipped the scales — 
it was not a “removal of privilege”, as feminist views imply. Feminist-influ- 
enced women felt “entitled” to take away men's domains, thus tending to 
make them superfluous, to take away their counterweight, and thus to tip the 
balance, to take away from men and have without them what men do in order 
to end up with women and then to be able to fulfil their demands. 


In order to secure a victim status for privileged women in all epochs, 
contrary to the facts, all facts are twisted into the opposite, and everything is 
perceived wrongly. 
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«German men also have the highest suicide rate in Europe.»” 


Feminists even manage to reinterpret the much higher male suicide rate 
into female victimhood. 


«Thursday, 20 March 2014 

Men die 7 years earlier — women disadvantaged again! ... 

“What role does it play that women live longer on average than men, are 
therefore older longer and are alone longer? Surely that also shapes our view 
of the older woman?” 

And to this Bascha Mika replies: 

“Of course. That's why it's not so funny that we are an older society. 
Because women, the majority of older people, are discriminated against.” 

So men die earlier and women are discriminated against, once again be- 


93 
cause they are women, of course.» 


Women uprooted and confused by feminism are incapable of empathy 
and compassion for their own people's male losers, incapable of responsibly 
contributing to men as is the principle of a culture. All they can do is 
demand, imagine themselves disadvantaged, and like a raging tiger in a china 
shop, smash the entire cultural complement to smithereens. In doing so, they 
feel “entitled” and, in the usual twisting of all facts and psychological 
transference to the other side, accuse men of what they themselves do and 
intend to do. Yet classical male activity has not been self-centred like 
feminist activity, but part of a cultural exchange and thus a contribution to 
women and family. In unprecedented brainwashing, an absurd ideology has 
been drilled into subsequent generations from childhood. 


Golden rule: Whatever feminists claim is likely to be close to the exact 
opposite of the truth. 


92 http://www1.wdr.de/wissen/mensch/weltmaennertag-100.html 
93 _http://frontberichterstatter. blogspot.de/2014/03/manner-sterben-7-jahre-fruher- 
frauen.html 
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Feminist eased Standard 
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The Doubting Cassandra @/heDoubtingCass 


When men are accused, it's Death to All Men. 


When women are accused, it's Be Gentle... 
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«When men are accused, it's Death to All Men. 
When women are accused, it's Be Gentle...» (The Doubting Cassandra) 


I have been describing such double standards in books for decades, 
which was ignored. Today's news showed blatant feminist double standards 
on many levels, just like in the 1960s to 1990s. 


Self-Contradiction 
Connecting difference is forbidden, hostile difference is propagated. 


Female feminists claim that difference is degrading, oppressive, 
outrageous, unjust, and broke down the entire culture based on reliable love 
and reciprocity that compensated through complementarity and exchange, 
which only works when both have different things to exchange. But they 
themselves built a blatant difference: that of their radical, male-excluding 
and fighting group. 


«Sex difference must finally be recognised in its structural significance 
and anchored everywhere!» (Breakthrough to feminist education, p. 26) 


Feminism uses and entrenches sex-neutral ideology in law, life and or- 
ganisations up to the international level, but at the same time engages in a 
hostile and distorted feminist difference that benefits feminist struggle 
groups, i.e. is the opposite of a difference from which a loving exchange 
emerges. Therefore, it does not make sense to abstractly demand either 
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logically consistent ‘equality’ or ‘natural difference’ because human nature 
and culture function differently: Difference is good if and only if it is part of 
a loving exchange; when there is no exchange, equality is moral. Feminism 
does it the wrong way round, destroying loving cultural exchange, replacing 
it with hostile sex-warrior difference, but not real equality, which does not 
work because of biological female dominance. 


«It's quite simple, all who have worked with known predators should do 
3 simple things. 

1) Believe survivors [accusers or victims] 

2) Apologize for putting your careers and wallets before what was right. 

3) Grab a spine and denounce. If you do not do these things you are still 
moral cowards. #ROSEARMY» (@rosemcgowan) 


2 rose mcgowan @} Vv 
_ @rosemcgowan 

It’s quite simple, all who have worked with 
known predators should do 3 simple 
things. 1) Believe survivors 2) Apologize for 
putting your careers and wallets before 
what was right. 3) Grab a spine and 


denounce. If you do not do these things 
you are still moral cowards. #ROSEARMY 


Traducir Tweet 
2:48 a.m.- 17 nov. 2017 


704 Reiweeis 29K Megusia 22 22 2 


The above rules apply when a man is suspected. However, if a woman is 
suspected, the following statement by the same person applies instead: 
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«None of us know the truth of the situation and I'm sure more will be 
revealed. Be gentle.» (@rosemcgowan) 


3 rose mcgowan @ v 
= @rosemcgowan 


None of us know the truth of the situation and I'm sure 
more will be revealed. Be gentle. 
8/20/18, 9:35 AM 


131 Retweets 1,288 Likes 


Every feminist rule is quickly reversed 180° as soon as a feminist or 
woman is affected instead of a man. Unless the woman is against feminism — 
then she is treated badly like a man. Pretty much every male feminism critic, 
Esther Vilar, Erin Pizzey and female gender critics can tell you a thing or two 
about it. 


Only for men is it true that they can be recorded in offender databases 
for life even if they have been acquitted as innocent. A woman who commits 
sexual assault, on the other hand, is often considered morally ‘innocent’ even 
if she has been convicted, judging the act rather smugly, as an experience 
rather than a crime. 


«New York's highest court says ACCUSATIONS can be considered for 
sex offender registration purposes even when the defendant was 
ACQUITTED! 

I.e., “You were acquitted of rape, but I'm going to put you on the 
registry for life anyway.”» (Lenore Skenazy) 
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Lenore Skenazy @FreeRangekKids « 1. Mai Vv 
WHAT??? 


New York's highest court says ACCUSATIONS can be considered for sex offender 
registration purposes even when the defendant was ACQUITTED! 


Le., "You were acquitted of rape, but I'm going to put you on the registry for life 
anyway.” 


reason.com/blog/2018/04/3... 


@Reason 


@ Tweet Gbersetzen 
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Feminists have always exposed themselves in all waves, as my books 
show, but no one wanted to know. Skewed perception allowed any valid 
counter-argument to be ignored, feminist nonsense to always prevail in the 
long run. Now there is a chance that some will realise what nonsense they 
have been taken in for — but it is too late, because total cultural and human 
damage has been done. 


«Weinstein's accuser Argento herself accused of sexual assault 

Epoch Times 20 August 2018 

Italian actress Asia Argento, one of the originators of the #MeToo 
debate, paid hush money to a man she sexually assaulted, according to 
press reports. The then 17-year-old reportedly received $380,000. ... 

Argento had been one of the first women to accuse Hollywood 
producer Harvey Weinstein of rape. 
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According to Bennett, the sexual assault occurred in 2013 at a hotel 
in California. Argento was 37 years old at the time, Bennett had turned 
17 two months earlier. The legal minimum age for consensual sex in 
California is 18. The newspaper said it repeatedly tried to get a statement 
from Argento or her representatives to no avail. ... 

At this year's Cannes festival, Argento gave an emotional speech in 
which she announced that Weinstein would “never be welcome at Cannes 
again.” (afp)»* (epochtimes) 


Similar # 4 
double stan- 
dards cha- 
racterise the 
debate on 
cancer 
screening: 
women are 
welcome to 
it, but if 
there is also 
screening 
for men — 
whose 
health is in 
fact demon- 
strably se- 
verely neg- 
lected as far 
as public 
funds and 
programmes 
are concer- 
ned — then 
feminists 
smear the 
notices with 
anti-male 
slogans: 


94 https://www.epochtimes.de/politik/welt/weinsteins-anklaegerin-argento-selbst- 
des-sexuellen-angriffs-beschuldigt-a2605960.html 
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«MORE MEN DIE OF PROSTATE CANCER, THAN WOMEN DIE 
OF BREAST CANCER.» (Call for prevention) 


A feminist has smeared over this call for men to go for health check- 
ups: 


«Mens health is NOT womens responsibility. Stop guilting women.» 


The reverse is true: feminism is to blame for male illness, discriminati- 
on, unhappiness, suicides, childlessness. 


«JAKE was 
drunk. JOSIE was 
drunk. JAKE and 
JOSIE hooked — up. 
JOSIE COULD NOT 
CONSENT. The next 
day JAKE was char- 
ged with RAPE. A 
women who is intoxi- 
nated cannot give her 
legal consent for sex, 
so proceeding under 
these cirumstances is a 
crime. It only takes a 
single day to ruin your 
life. Think about it!» 


This is how it is 
officially advertised. 
Both act the same, 
man guilty, woman 
innocent. He could not 
give consent either. 
Feminists abolished 
logic in law, science 
and politics. 


The situation is similar in India where, contrary to popular prejudice, 
men are strongly discriminated against and subject to feminist arbitrariness 
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Collapse of culture 
without a complementary structure 
and without male counterweight 


The damage to culture, society and life caused by feminist waves, the massi- 


ve impairment of the quality of life for all, has been described for at least a 
hundred years, but ignored by a now feminist indoctrinated public. 


The pattern repeated itself with every feminist wave: each time, people 
were subjectively blinded, culturally anchored cavalier attitudes were exploi- 
ted just as much as the innately skewed perception of sex relations for evolu- 
tionary reasons, which makes us perceive women preferentially and men dis- 
advantageously. Moreover, already existing female dominance was exploi- 
ted ice-cold. A few sensible men and women pointed out pre-existing privile- 
ged treatment of women, of which they were only partially aware, and the al- 
ready unfair, much heavier burden of duties on men, the harsher treatment of 
men under the law, whereas women benefited and were easily excused. Con- 
temporaries of those times were also only aware of this to a small extent. 


Each time, there were only a few who tried to resist an organised femi- 
nist wave in an unorganised way. But this wave always managed to establish 
radical principles in society that rightly seemed absurd, which were then 
quickly regarded as high and holy, protected by strict taboos, untouchable. 
The balance had already tipped too far, which is why injustice increased ra- 
pidly and without resistance. It was precisely the ghostly one-sidedness at all 
levels, including state levels, and the inability of men to resist significant in- 
justice that showed that the lifeblood of balance had already been completely 
severed by an ongoing or past wave. But no one wanted or dared to think 
about that either. Even the cleverest arguments of erstwhile opponents of ab- 
erration were forgotten, like this classic: “Think carefully about the decision, 
because if it turns out to be a mistake, you will never be able to rectify that 
mistake if you give in to this pressure now.” (1910) 


Soon, severe consequential damage became apparent in society; the 
bonds of the sexes broke down even further, families became weaker, chil- 
dren grew up more disoriented than before, boys found it difficult to find 
their role in life and as men, and to meet the increasing demands that young 
women placed on them. This was already the case in the 1920s. 
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«Still another thing is evident. This active and aggressively inquiring 
attitude of mind on the part of girls has of late years become general rather 
than exceptional. Also, it is more and more unconcealed. The reason is that 
soial and economic conditions have placed these girls more on a level with 
men. Many of them, when they leave school, take positions in which they 
make more money than the boys they go with. The result is that many a 
youth finds himself subject to rather contemptuous inspection by the young 
woman of his choice. To many persons this cold sophistication on part of 
our girls is shocking.» (Ben B. Lindsey, The Revolt of Modern Youth, 1925) 


It is worse for those boys whose advances are immediately rejected by 
girls because they are perceived as “social relegation”. This is one reason 
why education and work are becoming increasingly meaningless for many 
young boys, especially from the lower classes, because it no longer earns 
them any recognition from women. So they have to try to build up masculini- 
ty in subcultures and fashion scenes, neglecting education and work because 
both are now considered feminine and unmanly and can hardly gain them re- 
spect among girls. The book “Tyrants of Matriarchy” describes, among other 
things, how many young women prefer “thugs” and semi-criminal braggarts 
to hard-working and efficient “beta men” because they find the “good” men 
terribly boring and unmanly. 


«lf a guy wants a girl-friend he has to ‘play the game’ and pander to 
the reflexive female preference for thugs and morons. The alternative is 
found in the life of James Holmes: he followed the ‘intellectual’ path and ex- 
perienced only involuntary celibacy for his pains. It doesn't take much smarts 
to see that dysfunctional female mate-preference is the primary cause of 
male educational failure in the Anglosphere.» (Stephen Jarosek, Tyrants of 
Matriarchy, 2015) 
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Even party animals who shine with hollow partying and boozing have a 
good cut with girls and are allowed to fuck them, whereas hard-working 
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brooders and thinkers are degraded to incels and excluded from procreation. 
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The feminisation of education and work has disrupted the entire hierar- 
chy and orientation of male youth. Similarly damaged are girls' feelings and 
sex relations. A whole generation of boys and men is being burnt out by fe- 
minism. If you want to be accepted by girls, you have to adapt to their bad 
choice criteria, make a name for yourself as a gangster type or fashionable 
jerk, otherwise you will be turned away like in the cycle “The Power of Fe- 
male Choice”. Such pressure of female selection is leading more and more 
young men astray, because those who study and work dutifully are probably 
despised by many girls and punished with rejection. This is reported by many 
and I can confirm it from my own experience over long periods of time. Flir- 
tation teachers earn a golden nose from programmers and technicians. Any- 
one who thinks logically has already failed with girls. 


Bali ; Best Boat Party OF My Life Bali: Best Boat Party OF My Life 
2,033,088 Aufrufe 13.11.2018 HOPE YOU LIKE THiS VIDEO So PLEASE SUBSCR)' Mehr ansehen 2.033.088 Aufrufe 13.11.2018 HOPE YOU LIKE THIS VIDEO SO PLEASE SUBSCR! Mehr ansehen 


(5 27.282 GF Magich nicht > Tellen 4 Herunterladen §€ clip =# Speichern «+ (fy 27.282 Dmagich nicht > Telen L Herunterladen $€ clip =+ speichern.» 


@ is 


ker © 


My cycle “The Power of Female Choice” already described the situation 
in the 1980s; the books were ridiculed and dismissed just like the author re- 
jected by girls. 
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«“Oh no,” she said. “Bill would marry me any time. He wants to. He's 
crazy about me. But I'm not sure I want to marry him. I haven't any too much 
confidence in Bill's capacity. Why I'm earning more than he is right now.”’» 
(Ben B. Lindsey, The Revolt of Modern Youth, 1925) 


The youth judge reported similar things about other young people of his 
time. 


«Boys would be incapable of it. The young male animal has not matu- 
red to the point» (Ben B. Lindsey, Feminist, ibid. 1925) 


Ben B. Lindsey was a first wave male feminist and gave a speech 
against the anti-suffragettes. 


«Woman's Journal ... became the most important journal of the Ameri- 
can women's rights movement. ... Contributors included ... Ben B. Lindsey»”° 
(Wikipedia, The suffragists' journal was published from 1870 to 1931) 


If we separate his misandric views from the facts, we already notice 
then an explosion of the preponderance of female choice. As early as the 
1920s, Lindsey observed, the institution of then traditional marriage was fai- 
ling. 


«she hat put her finger, unconsciously, on the economic failure of the in- 
stitution of marriage as we have always known it... Bill would have to prove 
himself competent all along the line before she would tie up with him... Mary 
continued to prosper in business. One day I noticed her out with another boy 
then Bill. ... “I'm disgusted with Bill,” she said, “... he's only making $80 a 
month as a soda clerk, while I'm making $150 a month, and without much ef- 
fort at that. — Marry him? I guess not.” ... 

Whereupon poor Bill burst into tears and leaned his head on the table ... 
“My God,” he cried, “she's ditched me!”» (Lindsey, ibid., 1925) 

Nevertheless, the author doggedly advocated the “rights of women” in 
the sense of a radical minority at the time and turned against the majority of 
women then. A sexual upheaval that blatantly discriminated against boys and 
men and bristled with misandric clichés gave rise to a society fraught with 
problems. 


95 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Woman%E2%80%99s_ Journal 
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«and that from those conclusions will come a woman-made code of 
sex morality on which the women of the future will act ... and on which 
they will therefore required men to act.» (Ben B. Lindsey, ibid., 1925) 


One-sidedly favouring women's perceptions and taking sides with men 
also functioned reliably during the first feminist wave. 


«Those girls ... They were not asking what boys should do. It was plain 
that they would decide all that for the boys so soon as they had decided on 
the proper course for themselves» (Ben B. Lindsey, ibid., 1925) 


Already in the 1920s, one-sidedness took extreme forms due to the first 
feminist wave. Boys and men were already being created problems in the 
1920s, while at the same time they were ignored and passed over with misan- 
dric prejudices. 


«This will in part explain why I have had so much more to say about 
girls than I have about boys. Aside from the fact that the girls' part in such 
questions is the more dramatic and interesting, it is also a fact that the boy, 
relatively, doesn't count.» (Ben B. Lindsey ibid., 1925) 


The worst hit are those male losers who were no longer considered at all 
by girls and young women. 


Even then, an unstable society and youth had emerged, looking for ori- 
entation that culture could no longer give them because sex relations were 
too confused. There was hardly any possibility left to become what the biolo- 
gically choice-dominant woman demands of man. This explains the ideologi- 
cal vulnerability even then, exacerbated by the world economic crisis, and 
the attraction of both left-wing radicalism (Soviet Union and worldwide) and 
right-wing radicalism (Germany and Italy, but also in many other countries). 
Today, jihadism sometimes takes over this role among young people who ha- 
ve once again become disoriented. Moreover, by belonging to the same 
group, nation, religion or ideology, attempts are made to restore the closeness 
that was lost with complementarity and exchange between men and women. 


The author tried to point out such problems and connections as early as 
the 1980s and 1990s in manuscripts that were massively suppressed, insulted 
and dismissed with disinterest never became books. Suppression of dissent 
also begins with the first feminist wave. By 1913, this oppression was alrea- 
dy massive and crippling: 


152 


«When, however, the bluff is exposed... then the apostles of feminism, 
male and female, being unable to make even a plausible case out in reply, 
with one consent resort to the boycott, and by ignoring what they cannot 
answer, seek to stop the spread of the unpleasant truth so dangerous to 
their cause. The pressure put upon publishers and editors by the influen- 
tial Feminist sisterhood is well known.» (Ernest Bax, The Fraud of Femi- 
nism, p. 1-2, 1913) 


I was so happy to find a book from the 1950s describing saddening da- 
mage to culture, sex relations and femininity by the fading first feminist wa- 
ve before the second began. 


Constantly repeated was the propaganda lie that women everywhere bo- 
re the brunt. This contradicts demonstrable facts. Danger and harder work 
were left to men and are usually completely omitted from television. The 
“halved statistics” show mainly women at work and thus create a false im- 
pression. In this way, the balance has been undermined. 


«The Americans tell us so much about the new times and women's 
rights.... The American ladies always tell me,” she said, “that I am too obe- 
dient to my husband and that I work too hard. They say I have no reason to 
be satisfied. But I am content with my existence.” She looked at me with 
worried eyes. “Does that mean I am not democratic?” she asked anxiously.» 
(Jérgen Andersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 65. Jorgen Andersen. Smukke 
mane, 1956) 


Unlike many women in our ego-centred time, she thought of her home, 
her children, her husband. In America, there was already little to do. 

In fact, during the first feminist wave in Western countries, women had 
increasingly disengaged from professional life and perceived this as progress. 


«The desire to escape work united all classes and both sexes. Joanna 
Bourke from Birkbeck College in London analysed diaries of 5000 women 
who lived between 1860 and 1930. During this period, the rate of working 
women fell from 75 per cent to 10 per cent. This was thought to be a huge 
step forward. Bourke's diarists were also of this opinion. Freed from drudge- 
ry in factories, they created their new empire at home. This was, as Bourke 
pointed out, “a conscious decision ... and was, moreover, a decision which 
gave them great satisfaction.” ... 
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If men want to be successful by the standards of our Western culture 
[which in turn are applied by women when they choose partners and future 
fathers], they have to complete a workload that often alienates them from 
their families, whom they hardly get to see. The counterpart — unemployment 
— hits men doubly hard, as male self-esteem [and the value women place on 
them!] depends crucially on work and career.» (David Thomas, Men Also 
Want to Walk Upright, p. 141-142) [comment] 


At the same time, technical household devices had made both peasant and 
middle-class female domestic labour contributions obsolete. Dissatisfied 
with their success — or that of their predecessors — femances attacked ‘men’ 
for what women themselves had chosen and women's associations had just 
imposed on the occupied country. 


«For the women I interviewed, the problem seemed to be not that too much 
was asked of them, but too little. ... When society asks so little of women, 
every woman has to listen to her own inner voice to find her identity in the 
changing world.» (Betty Friedan, The Feminine Mystique) 


Betty Friedan's “The Feminine Mystique” from 1963 is considered the im- 
petus for the second feminist wave in the USA, just as Simone de Beauvoir's 
“The Second Sex” (1949) was in Europe. Betty Friedan's statement conceals 
the subliminal insight that cultural requirements give identity. Where these 
roles are lacking, identity must be sought with difficulty. Feminism, however, 
has fought these tasks and roles from the beginning, shaking and dissolving 
identity. 


The founder of the second feminist wave complained that society had de- 
manded too little work from women, after the first feminist wave ten years 
earlier had forced societies worldwide to make women work less. The second 
feminist wave is rebelling against damage that its predecessor, the first wave, 
just spread around the world, even with military constraints of an occupying 
power. Once the culture is broken, all balance is lost, giving rise to more vio- 
lent grievances than ever before. But it never occurs to feminists to look for 
the responsibility in themselves and the damage they have caused! 
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7. Making lace embroidery at home, 1910. The garment would then be returned 
to the factory for manufacture. 


Jn all ethnic groups of all times there was a sexual division of labor, as was 
also recognized by a founding figure of modern sociology and ethnology, 
Emile Durkheim. This resulted in an exchange between the two sexes that 
connected them, creating otherwise lacking closeness and balance. Civilizati- 
ons substituted gainful employment for such exchange. But it is also true that 
the division of labor between the sexes was the seed of the family and social 
division of labor, without which modern technology and the world are 
unthinkable. 


Division of Labor 


From Murdock and Provost (1973) Factors in the division of labor by sex: a cross-cultural analysis 


Male Both Female 
Hunting 48 0 0 
Metal work 86 0 0) 


«a model of the sexual division of labor 
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Michael L. Burton, Lilyan A. Brudner, Douglas R. White 

Division of labor has long occupied a prominent place in sociology and 
anthropology as the foundation of processes of economic specialization and 
exchange in human society. Division of labor by sex has gained specific re- 
cognition as a major cause of marriage and of social organization. Murdock 
(1949), drawing on his pioneering study of sexual division of labor (Mur- 
dock 1937), attributes the universality of marriage and the nuclear family to 
the sexual division of labor, which binds husband and wife into mutual de- 
pendencies; Murdoch supports Durkheim's concept of organic solidarity. In a 
more recent study, Murdock refers to sexual division of labor as “the most 
fundamental basis of marriage and the family and hence the ultimate source 
of all forms of kinship organization” (Murdock and Provost 1973:203). Re- 
cent theorists (Sandy 1973) ... place importance on some aspects of women's 
contributions to subsistence ... For example, women in hunting and gathering 
societies are now known to make a valuable contribution to subsistence 
throgh their gathering activities.» 


This confirms my interpretation of the temporary collapse of the mo- 
thers to fathers ratio to a numerical ratio of 17:1 ten thousand years ago, very 
far from a just 1:1, meaning that 16 out of 17 men remained excluded from 
procreation. When the Ice Age ended, agriculture became profitable and 
could feed 50 times as many people in the same area as hunting. The male 
activity of hunting suddenly became insignificant as the population rapidly 
increased, whereas the largely female activity of gathering and harvesting 
was sufficient for food. Men lost their importance for food, had no important 
exchange contribution to bring in, which is why they were extremely discri- 
minated against sexually. 


«Human Capital, Effort, and the Sexual Division of Labor 

Gary S. Becker 

Increasing returns from specialized human capital is a powerful force 
creating a division of labor in the allocation of time and investments in 
human capital» 


While men tended to work harder and longer, women's contributions 
were also important. Later, being a housewife came about as a preference for 
women who were released from the duty of gainful employment, which at 
the time was perceived by women and feminists as ‘liberating’ from a burden 
that only men had to carry. Otherwise, the rule was: women were allowed, 
men had to, which is a crucial difference, ultimately that between freedom of 
choice and tending towards slavery. 


[The man does the heavy back-breaking work of ploughing; the woman 
casually sows the light grains. ] 


«Marriage as economic slavery ... 

Men were forced — not allowed — to go to work to support women. 

The difference between being allowed to do something and being forced 
is important. It's the difference between employment and slavery. ... 

In early agricultural societies women worked by grinding grain for as 
much as 5 hours a day to make flour, in addition to tilling soil and harvesting 
crops by hand. ... 


The norm of most women working lasted until the industrial era. A 
study of 1,350 working-class households from early 19th Century Britain 
suggests that the husbands’ proportion of family earning was as low as 55 
percent. ... 


Between 1787 to 1815 in families with unemployed children (!) wives 
earned 41 percent of household income.[28] 

In this same period 66% of married women had a recorded occupation. 
[29] ... 


However, by 1851 the proportion of married women who worked had 
dropped to 30%. [33] 

The share of household income generated by women started to decline 
rapidly from around 1830 onwards. Notably this involved “increased leisure 
for women and children” with the percent of income generated by men 
increasing from 55% in 1831-1855 up to 81% in 1860-1865. [34] [35] ... 


By 1911 only 25% of British women worked. [40] ... 

We can speculate this was because the extra wealth from industrializati- 
on meant it became possible for some people to not work outside the home, 
and women got this benefit. ... 


This change from the vast majority of women working (pre 1850s) to a 
small percentage (by 1920s) was overwhelmingly welcomed by women, and 
universally seen as a benefit to women. ... 
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In the Soviet Union, when mothers got permission to work part time 
instead of full time, and fathers still had to work full-time, this was wel- 
comed as “liberating” by women's groups. [45] [46] 

Even as late as 1915 women's rights campaigner Clementina Black was 
complaining about the fact that married women as well as single women had 
to work to earn money: [47] 

those [married women] who, because the family income is inadequate, 
do earn — are the most overworked, the hardest pressed and probably the 
unhappiest of working women... 

The way this is implemented is by forcing men to support women, and 
take sole responsibility to support children. For all but the most privileged 
men this means having to work. 

As early as 92 BC men were forced to support their wives by law. [49] 

Men who refused to support their wives were legally punished under 
Roman law. [50] 

Under the common law of ‘coverture’, which existed in England from at 
least 1660 to the 19th century, and in America until 1839 “A wife was 
entitled to be maintained by her husband” — if she got into any debts, the 
husband had to pay them. If he refused, he could be imprisoned in debtors 
prison. Wives could not be sued or imprisoned for debt. It's because of this 
that 18th century texts said that a married Woman ‘is a Favourite of the Law’ 
and described England as ‘the Paradise of women’. [51] ... 

Men were responsible for paying women's income tax for much longer, 
and this was exploited by suffragettes to send their husbands to jail simply by 
her refusing to pay tax. 

Under the married women property act a husband has no jurisdiction 
over his wife's property and income. Under the income tax he is responsible 
for her taxes. If the taxes are not paid, the husband, not the wife, is 
imprisoned. Mrs. Wilks refused to pay her income tax — $185 — and her 
husband was locked up. He will spend the rest of his life in prison unless his 
wife pays or the law is changed. 

In 1660 a Venetian noblewoman wrote [53]: 

“Tt is a marvelous sight in our city to see the wife of a shoemaker or 
butcher or even a porter all dressed up with gold chains round her neck, with 
pearls and valuable rings on her fingers, accompanied by a pair of women on 
either side to assist her and give her a hand, and then, by contrast, to see her 
husband cutting up meat all soiled with ox's blood and down at heel, or 
loaded up like a beast of burden dressed in rough cloth, as porters are.... In 
France men may not spend even a centime unless at the request of their 
wives, and women not only administrate business dealings and sales but 
private income as well.” 
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In the 19th Century women could sue their husbands for maintenance 
while still married, and if she won the man could be imprisoned. [54] 

Even after the English common law of ‘coverture’ was replaced, men 
were legally obliged to support their wives. This was reinforced in successive 
acts of parliament in 1861, 1881, 1920 and 1964. [55] 

Even after the official end of coverture in Britain with the Married 
Women's Property Act of 1882 husbands’ were liable for debts their wives 
had from before they were married. Men could, and were, imprisoned for not 
paying their wives debts. [56] [57] 

This obligation to support his wife stayed in force even if the couple 
lived apart, even if she had abandoned him and with no obligation on her 
(note divorces were extremely difficult to obtain in this period). 

Letter from Anonymous Jewish Husband, 1910 


1910 
Dear Editor, 


This is the voice of thirty-seven miserable men who are buried but not covered over by earth, tied down but not in chains, silent but not mute, whose hearts 
beat like humans, yet are not like other human beings. 


When we look at our striped clothes, at our dirty narrow 
--111-- 


cots, at our fellow companions in the cells, the beaten, lowest members of society, who long ago lost their human dignity, the blood freezes in our veins. 
We feel degraded and miserable here. And why are we confined here? For the horrible crime of being poor. not being able to satisfy the mad whims of our 
wives. That's why we pine away here. stamped with the name "convict." That's why we are despised, robbed of our freedom, and treated like dogs. 


We ask you, worthy Editor, to publish our letter so your readers, especially the women, will know how we live here. This letter is written not with ink but 
with our hearts’ blood. We are coughing from the polluted air that we breathe in the cells. Our bones ache from lying on the hard cots and we get 
stomachaches from the food they give us. 


The non-support "plague" is the worst plague of all. For the merest nonsense, a man is caught and committed to the work-house. He doesn't even get a 
chance to defend himself. Even during the worst times of the Russian reaction people didn't suffer as the men suffer here in America because of their 
wives. For a Jewish wife it's as easy here to condemn her husband to imprisonment as it is for her to try on a pair of gloves. In all the world there isn't such 
legal injustice as here in the alimony courts. 


What do they think, these women! If they believe that the imprisoned husbands, after the six months, will become purified and come out good, sweet and 
loving, they're making a big mistake. 


The worst offense is committed by the Jewish charity organizations. They sympathize with the wife when her husband is in jail. They forget, however, that 
they "manufacture" the grass widows and living orphans when they help the woman. As soon as the wife tastes an easy and a free dollar, as soon as she 
discovers that the "charities" won't let her starve, she doesn't care that her husband is condemned. She lives a gay life, enjoys herself, and doesn't think of 
her husband. 

Therefore it is your duty as editor of the Forward, the newspaper 
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that is read mainly by the working class, the class that furnishes more than all others the candidates for the workhouse and for grass widowhood, to warn 
all the Jewish women not to take such revenge on their husbands. They do more harm to themselves than to their men. They drive away their husbands for 
life that way, and make themselves and their children miserable. The women must learn that sending their husbands to prison is a poor method of 
improving them. It is a double-edged sword that slashes one side as deeply as the other. 


Finally. I appeal to all the women whose husbands are imprisoned for non-support in the workhouse on Blackwell's Island Prison, and I write to them as 
follows: Their husbands have swom here that if they, the women, do not have them released in time for Pesach, they will never again retum and the 
women will remain grass widows forever. 


We ask you to publish this letter immediately. 
Respectfully, 

[The letter is signed by thirty-seven men] 
ANSWER: 


The answer emphasizes the fact that the great number of men who avoid supporting their wives and children commit a serious crime. True, sending them 
to prison doesn't have the desired effect, but they deserve to be punished for not doing their duty. It certainly doesn't pay for the women to have their 
husbands arrested for the little bit of "charity" they get. It's ridiculous to think they can live a gay life on that pittance. 


It is also remarked that among these thirty-seven men there must also be some who weren't in a position to support their families, but it's nothing new to 
find innocent men suffering along with the guilty. 


Finally, the women are advised to see to it that their husbands are released for Pesach. 
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Around 1901 this a newspaper published this heartfelt letter from 37 
husbands jailed for non-support, begging their wives to let them out just for 
the upcoming holiday. The editor has no sympathy and responds that men 
who don’t support their wives and children are committing “a serious crime”, 
and they deserve to be punished for not “doing their duty”. Note that 
although married, the support is referred to as ‘alimony’ [58]. ... 

Currently in the US men make up only 3% of alimony recipients, and 
campaigners admit alimony laws are only now being reformed due to the fact 
that now some women are having to pay [66]. ... 

Despite feminist claims that they're against traditional gender roles, they 
are defending and promoting this. 

The N.O.W. (National Organization for Women) has systematically 
campaigned against equal custody after divorce, something that would 
drastically cut down if not eliminate ‘mommy support’ orders. It has done 
this since the 1970s. [72] 

According to the National Parents Organization, since 1974 — around 
when child support started to replace alimony as the main income for 
separated mothers — “no feminist organization anywhere has ever supported 
an equal parenting bill, and many have outright opposed them” [73] 


1. This includes things like putting children to bed as ‘work’; most 
fathers would not count spending time reading a bedtime story as work. This 
is a common problem with ‘use of time’ surveys, they frequently count 
things mostly men do (e.g. commuting) as free time, and things women do 
(e.g. watching television with children) as work. »*° 


Let us remember that both ancient cultures, as described by ethnologists 
in savannahs and rainforests, knew sexual division of labour and exchange as 
a fundamental trait of their societies, and civilisation until industrialisation, 
albeit in the modified form of paid gainful employment that replaced social 
exchange. Industrialisation and Enlightenment philosophy, out of ignorance 
of the nature of the sexes and evolutionary principles such as sexual selection 
and privileging of women in our perception, have shaken and tilted the 
balance of both sexes. Feminist waves then completely destroyed the already 
skewed rest. 


Domestic activities had lost much of their meaning and function; the 
once much more artful cultural exchange between man and woman had long 


since become rudimentary, mutilated, dysfunctional, creating oppression of 


96 https://greenpill.net/marriage-as-economic-slavery/ 
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men through one-sided duties. Earlier proto-feminist privileging of women 
and the first feminist wave had damaged their own livelihoods, to which 
well-intentioned facilitations of then-feminine tasks such as household appli- 
ances, devised by men, had also contributed. But it does not follow that the 
idea of exchange and reciprocity is bad, but that the mutilation of human cul- 
ture is wrong and a problem! 


«The women emphasise the compelling necessity of being offered peer 
contacts outside the family for their children and describe the moral overload 
but physical underload of housework. In fact, the type of nuclear family 
with these structures of action only emerged after the Second World 
War ....»» (Helga Kriiger, in Marlis Kriiger, What does feminist actually mean 
here?, 1993, p. 69) 


Actually, they know it themselves: They are rebelling against something 
that came into being only a few decades ago. Therefore, it is inexcusable if 
they do not understand that their rebellion is directed against a result of femi- 
nisms that had been spread with dogged vigour by women's associations in 
other countries like Japan only a short time before. Instead, to blame every- 
thing on an invented mythical “patriarchy” shows both delusion and impu- 
dence. 


Feminist claims are paradoxical — they claimed that women worked too 
much and at the same time cited the fact that women had too little to do as 
the main reason for the emergence of the New Feminism. 


Female tasks had been reduced to a solitary minimum by earlier feminist 
waves; all the communal work of traditional advanced cultures was missing, 
which neither “underload” nor “morally overload”. Loneliness, unoccupation 
and too little importance of their shrunken tasks made them ill, burdened 
them “morally”. The consequences of earlier feminist emancipation triggered 
the new feminism! which spread even more radical loss of the ability to love, 
and a new wave of hatred, anger, perversions and loss of culture across the 
world. 


In cultures, women had many more tasks for men and clans (not only in the 
house, not only for their spouse and children) than those femancipates sho- 
wered with luxury, entertainment and tools who expected and spread femi- 
nism, precisely because they had become spoilt, egoistical and overpowering, 
as caricatured in Esther Vilar's polemic. In this, too, advanced cultures were 
artfully set up; we have to consider the hidden half of the statistics, the mas- 
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culine side and toils as well. Culture created partial balance, although the ten- 
dency to privilege women is universal. 


For hundreds of thousands of years, the model of human life was the 
exchange of goods and labour between men (mainly hunting, heavy labour 
and crafts, protection from wild animals and enemies) and women (mainly 
gathering, caring for small children, work and crafts at home), not the sole 
burden and overload of men but under-challenged lonely luxury ladies at 
home. 


The production of utilitarian objects was also meaningfully divided bet- 
ween the sexes: on the one hand differently from culture to culture, on the 
other hand on the whole quite similarly divided. There were still women's 
guilds in the Middle Ages. Women were still knotting carpets in the Bedouin 
tent. 


Such work originally took place in sex groups, was a sociable activity 
among friends. While women chatted with friends and neighbours, they liked 
to wash clothes by the river, sift rice, weave baskets, drink tea, watch their 
children playing around.It was a social life that could hardly be separated in- 
to work, entertainment and family because it was all in one. Male work also 
originally took place in sociable, social groups, although usually less idyllic 
and without small children, because hunting and other tasks were more dan- 
gerous and harder, but basically the same was true for men. Entertainment, 
hobby and work had not yet separated. 


«Well unlike the families in the Middle East where I grew up, and 
where strong and extended, we were so totally isolated. And I remember the 
loneliness»’’(Erin Pizzey) 


Loneliness due to the disintegration of extended families and cultural 
complementary structures was the real problem. 


The model against which the second feminist wave indignantly rose was 
the result of an earlier feminist wave imposed on the rest of the world by the 
USA and other Western countries. Afterwards, the second feminist wave was 
also exported and imposed on the rest of the world. 


97 Erin Pizzey, Interview, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dj8883 DryKA 
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The processes repeat themselves again and again, currently with the 
third wave. Logically, it was always the same: Culture, natural femininity, 
natural masculinity, and the cultural structures that connected sexes and com- 
munity were further destroyed piece by piece and wave by wave. Each time 
there was a small minority of clear-sighted people who regretted those de- 
structions and human losses, but were overrun by the ideological mob. 


Each time, feminist campaigns were unjust, based on false claims, da- 
maging society, destroying culture, affecting human life, from children and 
youth who became disoriented to adult life. Many beautiful things disappea- 
red, the magic of feminine warmth, of loving sympathy instead of poisonous 
conflicts of interest. This was experienced by the generation around the turn 
of the century (Wandervégel, youth movement) up to the 1930s. The up- 
rooted were dangerously unstable. 


It was described in the period after the Second World War, when, under 
the pretext of spreading democracy, the then first-wave feminism was also 
exported, i.e. imposed, with military power. 


Afterwards, the same thing happened in the 1960s, when the second fe- 
minist wave overtook everything. 


It would be blind and foolish not to recognise the same patterns of pro- 
cedures and modes of argumentation. In no case is the position we are used 
to today “fairer” or “better” than that of an earlier era. Today, the ways of 
thinking of old may seem strange to us because our consciousness is very 
different from that of that distant epoch, but that does not make our argu- 
ments any more correct. Habit says nothing about right or wrong. 


Today, we simply no longer have an intuitive idea of what earlier femi- 
nisms did to a bygone era, what they destroyed, because we no longer know 
the “intact” world. We don't even know what was there then in terms of femi- 
ninity, culture, deep feeling and connection, and what went down. I run the 
risk of seeming kitschy and turgid now, but that is simply a fact. We con- 
demn earlier eras out of a consciousness strongly influenced by feminist 
principles, and in doing so we do injustice to those earlier eras. For in those 
eras, too, women were privileged and men disadvantaged, only not quite as 
blatantly as today, and there was nevertheless a loving femininity that has 
disappeared and been lost today. 
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Just as young people between 1900 and 1930 were uprooted by the first 
feminist wave, looking for substitute orientation, just as young men tried to 
rebuild the masculinity they had lost because they were mostly rejected by 
girls, unable to meet their demands after they had been pushed by feminism 
and the war into previously male forms of occupation, so after the second 
and third waves of feminism there were the same problems of uprooted 
young people looking for new ways to build masculinity, to be successful 
with women. 


Structural similarity exists for all feminist waves, and in how they gave 
rise to movements of discontented youth and young adults — from the Wan- 
dervégel youth movement, to communist and fascist youth, to hippies and 
punks, to the time when gangster rap and many other fashions, but also extre- 
mist political or religious groups offer substitute identities after the third fe- 
minist wave. For the youth rebellion that followed 1950s feminism, see John 
C. Mileahed, “Life as a Journey” and “Hippie Philosophy’. 


«The Sexodus, Part 1: The Men Giving Up On Women And Checking 
Out Of Society 

“My generation of boys is f**ked,” says Rupert, a young German vi- 
deo game enthusiast I've been getting to know over the past few months. 
“Marriage is dead. Divorce means you're screwed for life... Even if we take 
the risk, chances are the kids won't be ours. In France, we even have to pay 
for the kids a wife has through adulterous affairs. 

“In school, boys are screwed over time and again. Schools are engi- 
neered for women. In the US, they force-feed boys Ritalin like Skittles to 
shut them up. And while girls are favoured to fulfil quotas, men are slipping 
into distant second place... 

“All that wouldn't be so bad if we could at least dull the pain with girls. 
But we're treated like paedophiles and potential rapists just for showing 
interest. .. 

In short: they grew up, dysfunctional, under-served by society, deeply 
miserable and, in many cases, entirely unable to relate to the opposite sex... 

One professional researcher in his late thirties, about whom I have been 
conversing on this topic for some months, puts it spicily: “For the past, at le- 
ast, 25 years, I've been told to do more and more to keep a woman. But 
nobody's told me what they're doing to keep me. 

“T can tell you as a heterosexual married male in management, who 
didn't drop out of society, the message from the chicks is: ‘It's not just prefe- 
rable that you should fuck off, but imperative. You must pay for every- 
thing and make everything work; but you yourself and your preferences 
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and needs can fuck off and die.”’The Sexodus, Part 1: The Men Giving 
Up On Women And Checking Out Of Society 

“My generation of boys is f**ked,” says Rupert, a young German vi- 
deo game enthusiast I've been getting to know over the past few months. 
“Marriage is dead. Divorce means you're screwed for life... Even if we take 
the risk, chances are the kids won't be ours. In France, we even have to pay 
for the kids a wife has through adulterous affairs. 

“In school, boys are screwed over time and again. Schools are engi- 
neered for women. In the US, they force-feed boys Ritalin like Skittles to 
shut them up. And while girls are favoured to fulfil quotas, men are slipping 
into distant second place... 

“All that wouldn't be so bad if we could at least dull the pain with girls. 
But we're treated like paedophiles and potential rapists just for showing 
interest. .. 

In short: they grew up, dysfunctional, under-served by society, deeply 
miserable and, in many cases, entirely unable to relate to the opposite sex... 

One professional researcher in his late thirties, about whom I have been 
conversing on this topic for some months, puts it spicily: “For the past, at le- 
ast, 25 years, I've been told to do more and more to keep a woman. But 
nobody's told me what they're doing to keep me. 

“T can tell you as a heterosexual married male in management, who 
didn't drop out of society, the message from the chicks is: ‘It's not just prefe- 
rable that you should fuck off, but imperative. You must pay for every- 
thing and make everything work; but you yourself and your preferences 
and needs can fuck off and die.””»”* 


An entire generation has not only grown up so indoctrinated in femi- 
nism that they see basic facts of life twisted into the opposite, but they are 
humanly impaired because they grew up in a culturally mutilated society, and 
they are humanly mutilated because they have been deprived of the social 
language of complementarity and mutuality of the sexes, a human universal 
older than language. 


Unfair financial burdens in the case of separation enslave the man, de- 
prive him of any possibility of self-realisation. Since separation and child- 
bearing against the wishes of the man involved are easily possible and highly 
profitable, every relationship with a woman has become a constant danger 
for the man, who must reckon at any moment that even the hitherto benign 


98  http://www.breitbart.com/london/2014/12/04/the-sexodus-part-1-the-men- 
giving-up-on-women-and-checking-out-of-society/ 


166 


woman whom he loves or with whom he is together can suddenly throw him 
out and in future abuse him as a lifelong payment slave, excluded from her 
life. The state, which in any case likes to shift all responsibility onto some- 
one, preferably the man, has played along. Thus, for all men who are not too 
stupid or blinded to recognise the facts, living in this era means living in con- 
stant fear. 


The result is dropouts like MGTOW “Men Going Their Own Way”, 
men who no longer want to live with women because they are “fed up” with 
being plundered, exploited, insulted and abused as useful fools and burdens. 
Heterosexual men are running away from women in droves after a flood of 
lousy experiences. The fabric of society is cracking; it is in danger of collap- 
sing. 


Let us now take a closer look at what was noted in the 1950s about the 
loss of culture that was taking place at the time: 


«After the war, American women came to Tokyo, their elegant handbags 
brimming with ... They were overwhelmingly free and explosively indepen- 
dent. They lectured Japanese women and thundered away at them to 
make them see that they were oppressed and intimidated. 

Look at us, they said, bristling with nylon, jewels and minks.... We 
demand ...! 

They talked very loudly about women's rights, but conveniently and 
forgetfully left out their duties. They forgot to say that the husband had 
paid for the mink and the nylon and that the USA is full of rich widows 
whose husbands worked themselves to death early in life to be able to 
afford a democratic wife. They worked for the occupation authorities or 
were married to a man behind an occupation desk. They had fat dollar 
salaries and drove in elegant Cadillacs. They walked around from early 
morning in low-cut formal dresses and typed on typewriters with long 
hangers in their ears and stiletto heels on their shoes. They celebrated 
freedom and equality at cocktail parties where Japanese were not 
allowed to attend, but where a democratic woman had the right to be just as 
shameless.... 

They flitted about and founded Japanese women's clubs by the 
dozen. They democratised this Japan so that it cracked at the seams. In the 
afternoons they relaxed, as their psychoanalysts in New York had taught 
them, usually with a strong whisky clamped between their red nails. And 
over their glasses they exchanged news about the progress of the battle. 
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“Mary ... how many women's clubs have you democratised this week? 
Five...! Oh, how wonderful...!” 

The Japanese women listened with well-bred ears full of interested 
reservation. Only those who were after nylon stockings, mink furs and 
Cadillacs went into the yarn of democracy at first. In a women's club in a 
small Japanese town, an American woman once wanted to prove the excel- 
lence of democracy and announced that in democratic America all house- 
wives owned a refrigerator. A few days later she received a letter from a Ja- 
panese woman who wrote that she would also like to be democratic and 
therefore asked politely that she be sent a democratic refrigerator. 

For the most part, these American Amazons surely meant well.... Out- 
rageous! — said the democratising American women.» (J6rgen Andersen, 
Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 55-57) 


The account sounds remarkably familiar, how traditional women were 
intimidatingly thundered at for being oppressed in order to convert them cul- 
turally and politically, equality under exclusion was celebrated, egoistic, ar- 
rogant and shameless behaviour was considered liberated. It remains to be 
noted how men were dying of work to give their wives luxuries that were 
hardly imaginable in the Third World at the time. The thanks of their excessi- 
vely privileged wives: Feminism. 


Today, what Andersen could regret as a lost culture, at least in the sexu- 
al sphere, has become a 'cliché' due to the triumph of the Western way of life 
and ideology, because no one in Japan is willing or able to identify with the 
old cultural traditions any more. What was aptly noted at the time may seem 
embarrassing to some today. 


I am not primarily concerned with Japan, certainly not that of that era. It 
could just as well cite many other cultures around the world, e.g. pre-Muslim 
India (when the temples of Khajuraho were built) or even much older and 
more timeless ethnic cultures going back to the Stone Age. A coincidence 
made that book available to me, but nothing comparable for other cultures. 
Certainly, illuminating individual anecdotes were found by ethnologists, or in 
travelogues or novels of earlier epochs, but so isolated and scattered among 
different cultures that it would be difficult to gain a similarly coherent picture 
from them; usually far too little attention has been paid to this, the know- 
ledge has perished with the cultures. May knowledgeable people provide ob- 
servations from other cultural circles. 
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Nor is it about me, my desires, or a praising of precisely these conditi- 
ons, but rather a description of how culture dwindles with the rise of femi- 
nism, which has happened in a structurally similar way in probably almost 
every culture worldwide and with every feminist wave. 


Thirdly, it is not only about sexuality and love of a couple; the limitation 
of the cited book to this already considerably shortens the description of cul- 
ture and its loss to one aspect, neglecting many others that might be more 
significant. In chapter 4 of “Culture and The Sexes”, nine out of ten sections 
were explicitly about non-sexual relations between the sexes, even outside of 
couple relationships or family relationships. 


«None of this is democratic or “equal” in any way. But it is very smart.» 
(Jérgen Andersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 57, 1956) 


The human and cultural losses of sensitivity, connection, warmth, 
beauty are not communicable to a manipulated epoch, not describable at pre- 
sent; moreover, sources are rare because hardly anyone else pays attention to 
them. Even in earlier generations, incomprehension and coldness were 
spread by political means, which is a basic pattern of feminism. 


Isolated references to similar developments can be found in literature 
from the time of colonisation, when earlier forms of occidental values dis- 
placed those of older cultures. Anyone who wanted to follow such traces 
would have to venture deep into “forbidden” territory, which would require 
more ideology-free impartiality than can be expected even from the willing 
public today. 


«She was one of those super-energetic literary Amazons who, after a 
few months' stay in a luxury hotel in an Asian country, thought she was in a 
position to come down with a sensational, illustrated revelation about the 
utter rottenness ... of the country. This literary lioness was a tall, all- 
dominant woman who from afar reminded one of the Goddess of Liberty. 
The only difference was that she did not wield a torch of freedom in her right 
hand, but a costly pen that did not understand all that much about the con- 
cepts of liberty, equality and fraternity.» (Jérgen Andersen, Miss Beautiful 
Moon, p. 115, 1956) 


Other voices were resounding in the country. 
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«They told of a time that had perished. An ancient culture, austere but 
full of charms. A thousand-year-old and noble civilisation that a well- 
meaning but uncomprehending foreign nation sought to smash for political 
reasons, without being able to offer anything better in return.» (J6rgen An- 
dersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 65, 1956) 


All culture is based on sex complementarity, which is not only a univer- 
sal of the present human being, but has been a driving force of human deve- 
lopment for millions of years. In comparison, even millennia look modest, 
especially the feminist periods. 


«For the oriental woman, “being a woman” is something different and 
more than just a biological fact.... She has realised that feminine sweetness is 
a dangerous secret weapon that never goes out of fashion. She is a woman 
down to her fingertips and knows that her weakness is her strength. She 
knows that the female mind has many strings, and she knows how to play all 
of them with great artistry.... A single glance from her lotus-soft almond eyes 
was enough to soften even those Westerners who ... thought themselves to be 
extremely stalwart tin soldiers.» (J6rgen Andersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 
9, 1956) 


Let us note that here, with military power, the state disseminated con- 
cepts that originated in the first feminist wave. The occupying power is 
schooling notions of “women's rights” and “equality” that sound familiar but 
do not come from the second feminist wave, whose first harbingers were just 
written but could not yet shape government programmes. So we get a sense 
of the radicalism of feminism before that new wave. The “first wave” must 
have had a similarly blatant effect on our ancestors in the 19th century. 


Femancipation and the “American/Western way of life”, Western ideo- 
logy and influences, have flattened that natural, enchanting cultural world 
and reduced it to a cliché image, a retrospectively embarrassing memory of 
extinct love. 


«He ended up in a world that knows neither the sixth commandment nor 
the concepts of the Fall or the forbidden fruit.... Many modern Europeans 
argue that they too have risen from the mire of the old ... moral concepts. 
That is true. But it happened to too great an extent because they now 
abandoned all shame. They behaved like savages in a jungle with modern 
conveniences.... In this area we have a lot to learn from the East.» (J6rgen 
Andersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, S. 9) 
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Sex confusion and chaos instead of culture with us, arbitrariness and 
wild egoisms instead of natural complementation, femancipation instead of 
inner soul refinement, conflict instead of harmony. However, it is fatal to 
concentrate on sexuality. No reliable relation, no functioning society can be 
built only on sexuality and the individual alone. The same argumentation 
would be necessary for all areas of life, for the cultural complementation of 
the sexes. The sexual would be left out, rather confuses the senses and arises 
in culture by itself, is a spice, but only an ingredient. 


«That they ... could learn something in Japan did not occur to them. And 
that often meant that Miss Eva from the USA had to bite into a very sour 
apple ... The unmarried American girls in Tokyo had a boyfriend as a matter 
of course and kept him tightly in line. A woman... equal woman had the right 
to do that. But Mary forgot where she was. For it was inevitable that Bill ... 
would meet a girl who brought out his romantic feelings in a whole new way. 
They were quiet and gentle and looked at him with slanting eyes so begui- 
lingly full of womanly sweetness that they made him dizzy. This gaze was 
not available to Mary.... 

She whispered sweet words in his ear ... and she meant it... She wor- 
shipped him with all her hot ... soul. To a Yankee who had always believed 
that love involved scenes and arguments, expensive nightclub bills and 
equally expensive mink coats, this was all like a fairy tale out of the Arabi- 
an Nights. 


The end of the story was that many of them fell enthusiastically into the 
arms of this un... but irresistible kind of love. While Mary in the women's 
club ... hammered her ideas of ... women's rights into their skull, Billy 
sat on a silken cushion, two soft, cosy arms around his neck, and forgot 
Mary and the whole» (J6rgen Andersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 58-59, 
1956) 


This is very revealing, which is why I quote, even if I get slated for it. 
This sweetness and love is the most important and beautiful thing in life. 
Whoever does not have it is deceived. But it died out with the ancient 
cultures. We are all cheated out of our lives. Even then, political means 
were used to drive out beguiling love, the ability to be happy, inner peace and 
harmony, which already goes in the direction of targeted femantic bending of 
feelings through male-bashing, from sexuality to separative desires. /see 
quotes] 
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Instead of enchantingly tender feelings, they set a civilisation of scenes, 
arguments and ruinously high bills - just like later feminists. Breaking very 
intense love and inner peace with militant words and actions is not democra- 
tic, but human aberration; those who associate it with democracy do it harm. 
The most appropriate term for these femancist campaigns is perversion as a 
political weapon of struggle, sexual, human, social and cultural perversion, 
based on misunderstanding and inability for real love, loving culture and an 
exchange of doing things for each other. Exchange always balances different 
ones, in every ecosystem of animal and plant; diversity of different roles en- 
riches; only one kind or equal roles, only equal is greatest possible harm, 
breakdown of connecting exchange. 


«Feminism still — and first and foremost — sees itself as fighting love, as 
Shulamith Firestone, lauded as one of the most prominent and influential 
theorists, writes in her 1975 “classic” Women's Liberation and Sexual 
Revolution (in the USA as early as 1970): “Love — probably even more than 
having children — is the key to the oppression of women today.” 

In the 2011 book “Why Love Hurts” by cultural sociologist Eva Illouz, 
love — it is about “romantic love” — becomes a mere mechanism, one of the 
“main mechanisms that make women accept their subordination to men.”»” 
(Bernhard Lassahn) 


Hedwig Dohm had already identified women who want to be happy 
with men as the main enemy in 1901 [quote follows later]. The feminist 
hatred of happiness with men has been a drive since the first feminist wave, 
which makes it necessary to destroy everything that connects women with 
men. This includes romantic love, which comes to everyone's mind right 
away, but also social love as it comes from reciprocity and exchange, 
feelings, esteem, respect and of course every cultural and familial structure 
that relates women and men. Through an emotional perversion of anger, 
hatred, hostility, the delusion of feeling oppressed by men and not noticing 
one's own dominance, slander and campaigns that portray men as something 
threatening, harmful, oppressive, regressive or otherwise negative, women 
are seduced into breaking away from happiness together with men and into 
the haze of feminist ideological sects whose system of thinking and feeling 
resembles those of sects and extremists of political or religious persuasion. 


99  http://nicht-feminist.de/2015/10/bernhard-lassahn-feminismus-und-liebe/? 
fb_ref=Default&fb_source=message 
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Ideological denigration of men, which affects even the most intimate 
areas of life, destroys quite largely natural, loving feeling — a perversion that 
future generations should examine. To ensure that natural feeling cannot 
grow back in the future, gender mainstreaming destroys all the conditions 
that feelings need to mature: the universal cultural structure that connected 
both sexes through exchange, reciprocity and complementation in all cultures 
throughout the ages, the first traces of which seem to be as old as the split 
between humans and chimpanzees. Future generations no longer experience 
the culture that has disappeared and the feelings that are possible, enriching 
and customary in this culture, so they do not even know the loss that has af- 
fected them; they only feel a gap, a lack that is difficult for them to describe 
— which then gives rise to youth movements, for example, whose original 
form may be the rapturous romanticism that began with “Sturm und Drang”. 
(see “The Oppression of Men”, chapter “Mistakes of Western Civilisation 
and their Consequences”’) 


The author of “Miss Beautiful Moon” was already systematically 
looking for oppressed women and was annoyed that he found none. 


«Again, I would meet new people. There is a lot of choice in a city of 
millions. It can be difficult to make the right choice. But this time I knew 
exactly what I was looking for. I was like a bloodhound ... tracking down op- 
pressed and intimidated women.... I set to work single-mindedly and met 
many Indian women in the course of time. But fate fooled me and led me on 
wrong tracks. None of them belonged to those I was looking for. How this 
happened, I do not know. Every time I set out on my hunt, I came to the 
wrong one.... I would have been annoyed...» (J6rgen Andersen, Miss 
Beautiful Moon, p. 109-110, 1956) 


That author, like today's feminists, searched “like a bloodhound” speci- 
fically for “oppressed and intimidated women’, but did not find them. Those 
who look for something usually find confirmation, but overlook counter- 
examples. Therefore, not finding is more meaningful than finding. In the 
same book, he also reports on a matriarchy with men in ridiculous roles and 
the country's first feminist. 


It is a pity that the book is largely confined to sexuality and domesticity, 
largely ignoring wide areas of lived culture. This sets off on a wrong track, 


excludes the essential structural, inter-sex and societal losses. 


He found lyrical images for the lost soul of the world. 
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«The women of the East have, despite ... machine age preserved that 
enchanting femininity that has become so rare in our own part of the 
world. The emancipated woman with the shirt-blouse collar ... is not very 
popular.» (J6rgen Andersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 9, Jorgen Andersen, 
Smukke mane, 1956) 


Around 1950, this could still be found, perceived and noted. 


«“Do you hear,” she said, “do you hear the singing in the distance? That 
is the song of the female soul of Asia.... Most do not hear it. But the stars 
listen and understand. For it is the eternal song of the universe.”» (Jorgen 
Andersen, Miss Beautiful Moon, p. 237, 1956) 


For a more in-depth look at the topic of cultures of the world, see “The 
Gendering of the World: How Feminism is Destroying Cultures Worldwide’, 
and for theory, see “Culture and The Sexes” and “The Oppression of Men”. 
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Feminist Mudslinging 


We have already seen above how false all basic feminist assumptions are. In 
perceiving contemporary phenomena, whether in writing, images, sound or 
in daily life, even in the behaviour and thinking of fellow human beings, we 
must never forget that everything is shaped by feminist propaganda. Our per- 
ception and concepts are already wrong. 


There was never any oppression or discrimination against women. Wo- 
men were always privileged, which was only exaggerated. 


There was always a disadvantage, special burden and oppression of 
men. 


What feminists have attacked (in part also a misconstrued modernity) 
was not only the natural state of the human being, but beyond that the indis- 
pensable basis of culture, living together, had the force connecting the sexes 
and individuals, which has been extinguished due to feminist agendas and 
their work of destruction. 


Even critics of feminism who are considered “radical”, which are very 
rare in a mass of feminists of both sexes, are imbued with some feminist 
principles without even realising it. 


The mudslinging of feminism is all built on error and lies, attacking 
men and an assumed mythical “patriarchy”; which never existed, for some- 
thing women do either as often as men, or demonstrably more often! Sex dif- 
ferences and cultural forms like the family go back to selection pressures 
from female choice. All insinuations are not only exaggerated but completely 
false; often the opposite is true. 


The purpose of the smear campaigns was to build up public pressure to 
destroy all remnants of natural culture, to defame masculinity and men, to si- 
lence them, to destroy their reputation and to deprive them of any influence 
they might have had on developments. Any minimal influence of men was 
interpreted as an “evil effect” of a mythical “patriarchy”, in real terms a bla- 
tant disenfranchisement of an already previously disadvantaged sex. Women 
are by nature at the centre of family and society; instead of “giving women 
access”, feminist principles have excluded men. It is men who must inherent- 
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ly struggle for access. The false assumptions, interpretations, views and sen- 
sibilities underlying feminism have had fatal consequences. 


Feminist analysis was wrong, made the biologically dominant female 
sex even more dominant, overpowering, on the other hand, destroyed any 
counterbalance of men that is necessary. On top of that, they destroyed hu- 
man culture and oppressed not only men but also human nature. Equality was 
thereby only a pretext for sex war; difference was treated at will, however it 
seemed advantageous to them. 
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«The end of hisses, whistles and stares: we need to walk the streets wi- 
thout fear» (Jessica Valenti, the Guardian, 3.6.2014) 


«Men rarely catcall me any more. I hate that our culture makes me miss 
it. To my great shame, the thought of not being worth men's notice bothers 
me, even though I'm a seasoned feminist and I know better» (Jessica Valenti, 
the Guardian, 20.7.2015) 
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Self-contradiction was also a standard method. Feminists with the arro- 
gance of oppressors towards the discriminated do not think about rejected 
men who not only have to approach women but also have to be successful in 
doing so in order to participate in life. 


FEMINISM IS A MOVEMENT FOR WOMEN THAT MAKES NO 
SENSE, OFTEN CONTRADICTS ITSELF roa THEY ARE PROUD 
FT wg 


PROBLEM: NEVER BEEN HARASSED PROBLEM: WANTS TO NEVER BE 
ON THE STREET HARASSED ON THE STREET 
‘SOLUTION’: FEMINISM ‘SOLUTION’: FEMINISM 


One feels unattractive because no one speaks to her on the street, the other 


feels “sexually harassed” by being spoken to. Common conclusion: they 
need feminism. 
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Perea now follows a description of feminist mudslinging from the 1990s, 
taken from the unfortunately unpublished book “Les deux Sexes — The Two 
Sexes” from 1998 and adapted in tone to the present day. As usual, the book 
comes too late to the market, let alone to readers, to be able to avert the ca- 
tastrophe. By the time it is published and even read, the subject will probably 
have been displaced by others and will no longer be considered topical. The 
one-sidedness and subliminal censorship expressed in it are also part of the 
problem and the cause of the undesirable development. The lovable women 
of happier cultures quoted from an old book have long since disappeared to- 
gether with them, perished, erased from life and memory. 
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Mudslinging Violence 


Like all feminist campaigns, the campaign on violence was based on false 


assumptions and the opposite of the facts. Objective scientific studies — as 
opposed to unscientific, subjective and ideological feminist “studies” — prove 
that women commit domestic violence against men more often than vice ver- 
sa. The same is true in child rearing. In the meantime, a skewed perception 
has also been proven, which is supposed to protect women and children and 
therefore favours them, but puts men at a disadvantage. This skewed percep- 
tion is innate and universal. Feminist subjectivity, however, has radicalised it 
and exaggerated it into an ideology. All feminist campaigns contradict the 
facts. Relationship aggression is factually the domain of women, who often 
assert their interests in this way, which starts with nagging and annoying, but 
can continue with assault. 


There is an innate inhibition that prevents healthy men from attacking 
women and children. There is no such inhibition in women towards men, and 
that towards children could also be lower. 


So what is it really about when the more relationally aggressive sex of 
feminist women nonsensically accuse men of relational aggression? It is 
about destroying the prestige and former authority that was left over from the 
now long abolished function of the “head of the family”. Given the biologi- 
cal dominance of women in nature, the head of the family was a necessary 
part of an imperative counterbalance to achieve balance and equilibrium. Fe- 
minist waves emerged when the biological dominance of women was already 
so predominant that balance was no longer possible. 


From modern times onwards, the dominance of women in the West has 
been too strong for balance, as witnessed by misandry since the 18th century 
and laws that, even before the first feminist wave, privileged women more 
than the balance of society could cope with. What men do becomes compul- 
sory if useful, or criminalised if not useful. What women do is decriminalised 
or deified. The first feminist wave was already exacerbating the imbalance, 
leading to gross exaggerations. (See previous chapters, “The Oppression of 
Men” and other books in this series) People took refuge in ideologies to seek 
support. With new feminist waves, resistance was already impossible be- 
cause earlier waves had crushed any possibility of it. 
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The mudslinging topic of violence was meant to portray men as dange- 
rous ogres, villains, enemies. It was meant to make women afraid of men, to 
convert non-feminist women to feminism, and to take away any inhibition to 
fight against these supposed “villains”, to inflict pain and injustice on them. 
Because when propaganda declares someone the “enemy” and dehumanises 
them, what would otherwise be recognised as inhumane, unjust, cruel, 
uncaring, hateful and disgusting appears as justified. 


To gain more female power — supremacy, dominance, sole choice, whe- 
ther in sexual selection or abortion, choice that only women, not men, have — 
every counterweight had to be denigrated and destroyed. All the mudslinging 
of feminists served this purpose, smokescreens that distracted from the fact 
that in all feminist campaigns women were more perpetrators, oppressors, 
privileged than men. Women in lesbian relationships are more vulnerable and 
men more often victims of female aggression than the other way around. Al- 
though untruthful in every way, feminist propaganda has succeeded in aliena- 
ting women from men mentally and culturally, in seducing them into feminist 
errors, and in alienating some men altogether. 


Intact culture, families and respectable men were an obstacle to the 
spread of irrational, untruthful ideology based on aberrations and crazy 
prejudices. The authority of men had to be completely destroyed in order for 
feminist ideology to have free rein. 


Neutral statistics show that women are more likely than men to hit 
children and boys are more likely to be victims than girls. 


«Around 55 percent of all children killed were murdered by their biolo- 
gical mothers; in 6 percent, the father is the perpetrator.» (Matthias Matus- 
sek, The Fatherless Society, p. 192) 


«Boys make up the majority of children who are beaten.» (Aaron Kipnis 
/ Elizabeth Herron, Wild Peace, p. 186, Statistical Abstract, p. 186) 


David Thomas records that violence against children and in marriages 
came predominantly from women. (David Thomas, Men Also Want to Walk 
Upright, pp. 310, 311, 218) 


Yet, as mudslinging is unleashed by feminists for agitational purposes — 
like everything else — it was not investigated factually and correctly for a 
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long time. Feminists simply forgot the other side of the coin according to the 
principle of “bisected statistics” caricatured by Esther Vilar. 


«While the ‘factual’ and ‘insider’ reports are dramatised, with the ‘bi- 
sected statistics’ method one acts as scientifically cool.» (Esther Vilar, 
anthology, p. 209) 


«Almost nobody is interested in the problem of domestic violence 
against men because there are no studies about it. Studies about it don't exist 
because supposedly the problem doesn't exist.» (David Thomas, Men Also 
Want to Walk Upright, p. 200) 


As soon as there was research, feminist claims proved to be false and 
mud-slinging. 


«The number of serious violence woman against man remained almost 
unchanged (43, then 44). Serious violence man against woman decreased by 
a third — from 30 attacks to 20.» (Focus 47 / 1994, p. 257-8) 


One-sidedness: As goes the research, so goes the court. 


«the discrepancy between the number of homicides and the number of 
pending offences was particularly striking. There were fifty infants killed and 
only one criminal case. A clearance rate of two per cent is a bit meagre even 
in view of our police force, which often seems overstretched. Could it be that 
our legal system simply refuses to take note of the existence of a female 
perpetrator?» (David Thomas, Men Also Want to Walk Upright, p. 224) 


[“My belly belongs to me!, therefore I may abort the child.” Does his 
belly still belong to her? According to this ‘logic’, women could kill and 
murder with impunity. ] 


Deliberate radical partisanship distorts the view. 


«During the “Bremen Women's Week”, which took place in 1990 in a 
main building of the University of Bremen, feminists forbade men to enter 
by posting signs ... with the inscription “There is no liability for castration’... 

A student who dared to go through one of these ..entrances, because he 
did not walk briskly, was grabbed by several women and thrown out. Out- 
side, in the courtyard of the building, he was kicked. The student's resistance, 
which consisted of using his hands to prevent women from hitting him, was 
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classified as “brutal male violence” and publicly denounced on a wall news- 
paper.» (Marion Rave, ... The Man as Bogeyman in Feminist Literature, 
1991, p. 59) 


The dirty campaigns had the purpose of destroying last remnants of 
man's authority and male groups in addition to man's reputation — and at the 
same time to build ideological hate groups of women radically opposed to 
cultural groups based on love. 

In this context, brute violence is a phenomenon inspired by uprooting, 
but precisely not by an environment that sets barriers and knows authorities 
who are also male role models. 


«Education means setting limits.» (Letter to the editor Focus 22 / 1997) 


«Like polygamy, this powerful fatherly love seemed to me to be charac- 
teristic of the Mohammedan family. Are the two related? Is it because the 
men have ... free time or because the lack of social laws increases their sense 
of responsibility’... 

I saw him coming with the horse on the reins, carrying little Khadidja 
piggyback. “Why are you taking her out so late?”, I asked him. -“Because 
she was crying; she didn't want to let me go alone”» (Hakima, Fayein Clau- 
die und Fritz Montfort, p. 193, 1956) 


The targeted mudslinging is a historical novelty in its nature, scale and 
incitement. 
Feminised mudslinging is based on falsification — the accusations 
against men affect women or females as much or more than the maligned 
men who love and support women in return. 


«Female first strike: His additional evaluation of the “National Family 
Violence Survey” revealed that 53 percent of women involved in violent 
partnerships strike first in disputes, but only 42 percent of men — and that 
even according to the women... The problem therefore also lies in the often 
positive portrayal of female violence in the media.» (Focus 47 / 1994, p. 254) 


Recent findings from Harvard put the female first strike at 70 percent. 
At the height of the feminist wave, the percentage of female perpetrators was 
underestimated. The figures available today are much more impressive than 
the 1990s figure shown here. The Havard study is a meta-study that includes 
all studies that meet today's scientific standards and therefore provides the 
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most solid results of all: More than two-thirds of the first strikes were by 
women. 


«That marital violence by women, for example, is just as common as by 
men, as American studies show.» (Spiegel extra 5 / 1998, p. 29) [Figures are 
generously rounded] 


We will limit ourselves to one more quotation. 


«So here are the figures from the AAPC: [on maltreatment resulting in 
death] 

- The victim was a boy in 53.7 percent of the cases.... 

- The perpetrators were on average 27.3 years old and female in 55.7 
percent of the cases.» (David Thomas, Men Also Want to Walk Upright, p. 
222) 


Some broken mothers leave children neglected, damage them with phy- 
sical violence, scolding, stress, whims, outgrowing job stress and uprooting, 
their own hedonism, which destroys maternal feelings and qualities. 


«From my many years of working with psychiatric patients I can as- 
sure ... that almost all children are completely defenceless at the mercy of 
their mothers, who — as everyone can recognise from the noises coming from 
their neighbour's flat and from observing a mother with her child while shop - 
ping — break the nature and will of their child victims with unbelievable ag- 
gressiveness, which is considered ‘normal’. The German population is now a 
society of psychologically or physically chronically ill people: The early 
childhood mental abuse by mothers who are incapable of love and aggres- 
sive, which is regularly covered up by judges and social workers in court 
cases, costs us many billions every year.» (Letter to the editor, Stern 13 / 
1995) 


Many (strong and characterful) men did not hit back, did not let them- 
selves be provoked. (They were not empowered to settle the dispute, to pre- 
vent evil behaviour. To destroy this important task of the man is the real aim 
of the mudslinging.) 


«His wife had attacked him [the boxing champion]. Fearing that he 
might hurt her, he did not dare to fight back ... his wife's new boyfriend and 
her mother attacked him ... He was completely distraught over the care of his 
child.... These lonely fathers are the fallout from the nuclear explosion of the 


183 


nuclear family.» (David Thomas, Men Also Want to Walk Upright, p. 364 — 
365) 


Finally, there are reports from around the often lesbian initiators of 
mudslinging against men, as documented in another chapter. 


«14 per cent of the male homosexuals surveyed reported maltreat- 
ment ... among lesbians the rate was as high as 46 percent — results that hard - 
ly have anything to do with a “war of men against women”.» (Focus 47 / 
1994, p. 254) 


Feminist propaganda regularly twists all facts into the opposite, because 
feminists' one-sided war against men is demonstrable. 


The ‘peace dovesses’ come off badly when looked at objectively: their 
rate of violence is several times as high as on the male side. 


«Anyone who studies the personal ads in “Emma” finds that sadomaso- 
chistic inclinations are very popular among women.» (Letter to the editor, 
Focus 49 / 1995) [“Emma” is the leading magazine of second-wave feminists 
in Germany. | 


184 


Mudslinging Sexual Abuse 


Research shows that false allegations of sexual abuse against men have been 


used in a large proportion of divorce proceedings to deprive the father of 
custody and contact, thereby increasing his alimony payments. Even though 
other false accusations such as “domestic violence” have come into vogue 
since the original version of the book, outstripping the formerly common lie 
because they are less risky for the woman and her feminist counsellors, 
nothing must be forgotten. 


«It is known from specialist literature that the accusation of sexual 
abuse is made in about 40 percent of ... cases in which custody or access 
rights are disputed in court. In their new book: “The Myth of Repressed Me- 
mory: False Memories and Allegations of Sexual Abuse’, the US psycholo- 
gists Elizabeth Loftus and Katherine Ketcham describe this wave of accusati- 
ons...» (Working Group on Parental Care and the Welfare of Children Laat- 
zen, Hor Zu 18 / 1996, p. 105) 


Feminist guidebooks advised such a step, were circulated among 
women and feminist lawyers.'°° 


«In feminist circles, guidebooks are circulating that propagate the sexual 
abuse allegation as a means in the divorce war. If the fathers are rehabilitated 
after months — as is often the case — the contact between child and father is 
destroyed. The goal has been achieved.» (Leserbrief, Hér Zu 18 / 1996, S. 
105) 


100 «Kenneth Pangborn, , of the well-known A-Team, confirms this: 
“Women using false allegations of incest in divorce cases are nothing new. We 
can document cases going back to the time of World War 2... In 1981 we (men's 
movement) began to notice that incest allegations were getting to become 
increasingly common. By 1982 we had traced a connection to various ‘women's 
shelters’ and women's groups. We began to hear of underground publications 
that encouraged women to use this as a divorce tactic. We finally in late 1982 
obtained several pages of a typed and Xeroxed booklet that was circulated. A 
second, more professionally printed booklet came from a female attorney in 
Phoenix, Arizona. Since that time there have been numerous cases documented 
of feminist lawyers being caught fabricating allegations for their clients. In the 
mid 1980's allegations of incest skyrocketed. Several sources placed the increase 
in reporting by 1989 versus 1979 at over 2,000 percent jump.”» (Peter Zohrab, 
Sex, Lies & Feminism) 
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Accusations are in most cases agitation and mudslinging, methodically 
resembling a large-scale persecution of heretics. 


«Acquittal also in third trial # 

Verdict: There were no child abusers 

Also in the third trial for sexual abuse of children, the Regional Court 
Mainz acquitted all eleven defendants. “The Worms mass abuse never exis- 
ted,” said the presiding judge ... The innocence of the defendants had been 
proven ... 

Already in the first two Mainz trials ... all 13 defendants had been ac- 
quitted....» (Rundschau am Abend, 17.6.1997) 


«Around 90 per cent of all allegations of abuse are proven false 
allegations.»» (Matthias Matussek, The Fatherless Society, p. 186) 


This 90 per cent of proven false allegations is likely to trivialise the 
facts, to be an understatement of the actual proportion of lies. The steep, ex- 
plosive rise in accusations in the era when the feminist guidebooks circulated 
recommending such lies suggests an even much higher proportion of 
innocent people. But it is almost impossible to prove that one did not do 
something that is equally impossible to prove, for which there is no evidence, 
which presumably means that there are many victims who have not been able 
to clear themselves of false accusations. 


For the feminist-led woman, lying is risk-free. 


«confronted daily with the fact that every third divorce is accompanied 
by the accusation of sexual child abuse by the father, it is not surprising that 
more and more lawyers recommend staying away from their children during 
the divorce phase... stop hugging them ... not to cuddle them and not to tell 
them any secrets ... 

Many women today are happy with any means to get the children, 
because with the children they get the money. And to claim that one is afraid 
that the man would sexually abuse the children is without risk.» (Karin 
Jackel, The Used Man — Loved Off and Ripped Off, p. 216 - 217) 


Like other mudslinging, the one about abuse has been twisted several 
times: First of all, the woman has been completely forgotten as a perpetrator 
in one-sided investigations according to the principle of “bisected statistics”, 
but in reality she has been a perpetrator as often or more often than the man; 
the role of mothers and nannies has been overlooked. 


186 


«The slight majority of child abuse (53.5 per cent) is attributable to 
women.» [David Thomas, Men Also Want to Walk Upright, p. 219, USA 
1987; the source cites several studies and criticises the extremely one-sided 
feminist, p. 212] 


Studies from times when less feminist pressure distorted results often 
show a higher proportion of women perpetrators: no longer about half, but 
significantly more. 


«That, furthermore, it is far more likely to be mothers who sexually 
abuse their children than the biological fathers — and that a large proportion 
of the female perpetrators are single parents.» (Spiegel extra 5 / 1998, p. 29) 


«Victims are often sons who grow up without a father and are abused as 
a substitute for a partner... 

Increasingly, child protectors have to deal with an offence that has been 
ignored for a long time: the sexual abuse of sons by their mothers. According 
to new research, this incest variant, one of the last sexual taboos, can later 
lead to impotence, addictive behaviour or suicide in victims. 

The handsome young man, who suffered from mental disorders, puzzled 
doctors.... 

Assaults by women had been ignored for years “for ideological 
reasons”, claims Katharina A., an officer at the headquarters of the German 
Child Protection League in Hanover. The women's movement had “dogmati- 
cally dominated” the discussion about child abuse and suppressed findings 
that did not fit their concept. Abuse of sons by mothers had been considered 
detrimental to feminism and had “fallen under the table” as an issue. 

Partiality has ... Fathers are almost always absent — sometimes for pro- 
fessional reasons, sometimes as a result of divorce or death.» (Spiegel 33 / 
1991, p. 4, 68-74) 


«According to American statistics, children of single mothers are 33 
times as likely to be abused and 77 times as likely to be murdered as children 
who live with both biological parents.» (Matthias Matussek, ibid., p. 190) 


«Here, on the other hand, 98 percent of the reported abusers are still 
men. But, as the newspaper ‘taz’ reported last year on the occasion of a 
congress, the taboo subject of female child abuse is gradually beginning to be 
dealt with here as well... 
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At the Hamburg regional association of the Child Protection League, for 
example, three fifths of the child abusers treated are women (70 percent of 
the victims are boys)... “Women are discovered less often”, said the ‘taz’.» 
(Matthias Matussek, The Fatherless Society, p. 186 — 187) 


Feminism, whose principle is partisan concern, has halved statistics and 
perception. The public and the courts follow suit; old privileges mingle with 
new ones. Moreover, lawyers and institutions earn from the highest possible 
flow of money from divorced and separated men to the woman, so that false 
accusations are profitable for the system. The legal system of the FRG is 
designed to maximise maintenance. (see: “Beziehungsentzug”’) 


«A social worker, a detective and a lawyer had prepared a complaint 
against a woman for child abuse down to the last detail, but the judge refused 
to open the case on the grounds that “a woman does not do such a thing. 
Besides, the children need the mother”.» (David Thomas, ibid., p. 214) 


Everything is not only one-sidedly inflated, but is based on a completely 
indoctrinated hysteria that has labelled the sex of men as villains and broken 
the trust of entire generations of children and women. This immense damage 
to everyone is irreparable and much greater than the damage to comparative- 
ly few people affected. 


«Children tremble in front of strange men 

2200 schoolchildren surveyed 

... Ina survey ... 74 percent said they were afraid of sex offenders... 

Third place, with 38 per cent, is taken by unpopular schoolmates.» 
(Frankfurter Rundschau am Abend, 28.4.1997) 


The absurdity and self-contradiction of feminist mudslinging is thus far 
from being explored in its abysses. While they unjustly label men as villains, 
although they themselves demonstrably bear at least equal or greater guilt, 
they themselves propagate abuse accused of men openly, lustfully and with 
an ‘innocent conscience’ in their own agitprop-women's calendar! 


«How blatantly the accusation of sexual abuse is dealt with in the femi- 
nist and lesbian milieu ... reported a shocked author in Cosmopolitan magazi- 
ne. She had stumbled across unsavouriness in a women's calendar. On bumpy 
forty lines under the title “Between Fear and Lust”, a woman described the 
delights of the incestuous relationship with her five-year-old daughter. The 
“everyday caresses and erotic games” gave her “unbridled pleasure”. She de- 
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scribed in detail one of these bed scenes, which culminated in French kissing 
and masturbation. She felt absolutely guilt-free about it: “My daughter and I, 
we do what we find beautiful.» (Matthias Matussek, ibid., p. 191) 


The dirty mud-slinging exposes itself as unbelievable wickedness on 
many levels at once. One of them is greed for money and power over chil- 
dren and men who have to pay. 


But it gets even weirder: 


Until the time of writing the first version in the 1990s, the following 
custom applied to a population of over one billion people in South Asia, and 
no statement shall be made about its continuation or extinction since then: 


Infants were loved like a god, adorned, well cared for; with respect, 
women sometimes kissed the male infant's member or touched it lightly. 
Afterwards they kissed their own fingers; it seems to be a typical gesture for 
their region of the world, known to all and similarly used by all, just as some 
other expressions of life are typical for regions of the world. 


We also had such customs centuries ago, even more blatantly. [Der 
Spiegel 9 / 1995, p. 60] According to today's criteria, such clan-public 
touching, even if it is not meant sexually, is probably abuse - especially if we 
swap the sexes as a mind game. 


We should be careful about possibly mixing up different facts. The 
custom comes from a regulated and rather strict society, which is very diffe- 
rent. There, it is probably not about sexual pleasure, as is the case with real 
sexual abuse. Some contemporary mothers and nannies report cases of neg- 
lect, violence and disrespectful groping of the private parts of infants and 
children, or even clear incestuous behaviour. But are the two comparable? 
Are they the same thing? And if not, how can they be distinguished? 


Of course, real abuse of children is a crime; but we must not do nonsen- 
sical things out of hysteria; the mudslinging of feminists has, as always, done 
serious damage by unleashing hostility and irrational fears. 


Sometimes it is wiser not to jump to conclusions and to be sceptical, not 
to believe that you know and can evaluate everything, to keep your distance. 
Hysteria and lynching lead astray. 
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Now I leave it to the audience to choose between the two options: 


1.) It is abuse. Then abuse would have been committed almost exclusi- 
vely by women for probably a long time for a part of the world with at least 
one billion people, and almost all the victims would have been male, namely 
almost every son, but hardly any daughter. That would be an embarrassing 
scenario for feminists. Completely unjustly, the relationship between fathers 
and children has been damaged, not only in the case of divorce, as described 
above. The agitation would be “justified”, only with the glaring difference 
that it would have had to refer to male victims and female perpetrators. 


2.) It is not abuse. Then feminists have caused hysteria for bad reasons, 
which does not make actual abuse rarer, but would have spread unnecessary 
fears and increasingly criminalised behaviour needlessly. Also in men's case, 
then, nothing bad should be assumed prematurely. Since the hysteria was 
directed against men, it was mainly they who were seen as a danger and 
harassed, who — especially in the case of divorce — often no longer dared to 
play, talk and deal with children normally, because false accusations were a 
frequent means in divorce proceedings. What effect should this have on the 
children? Such fears are destructive and can leave lasting damage. These 
fears affected men because they ran the risk of being prosecuted because 
normal behaviour was mistakenly suspected as abuse; women were virtually 
immune — as quoted above, they were often not prosecuted even when there 
was evidence of real abuse. Consequently, the hysteria damaged men and 
father-child relationships in particular. This scenario is equally embarrassing 
for feminists. 


In any case, in order to antagonise men and collect money in divorces, 
fear and anxiety were spread, which destroys self-confidence and trust. 
Children are afraid of adults who could be perpetrators. Adults are afraid of 
other adults who might be perpetrators, and of doing something wrong 
themselves. In each case, women are perpetrators at least as often or more 
often. In both cases, father-child relationships were broken even though the 
father had done nothing wrong. 


The following applies to all mudslinging: a climate of fear of crime and 
suspicion is harmful. Fear harms the psyche but does not make the world 
safer. Instead of preventing offences and harm, the vast majority of 
unaffected children have their confidence and psyche severely damaged, 
which has been proven. Thus, there will be many more disturbed adults in 
the future who will be driven to commit such or other offences. 
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«The perpetrators are getting younger and younger and are now to be 
found among eight-year-olds who, themselves victims of violence suffered 
since early childhood, are trying to get rid of their trauma by force.» (David 
Thomas, ibid. p. 202) 


Mudslinging harms with trumped-up offences: 


«The children were shouted at and pressured until they gave the ‘right’ 
answers that one wanted to hear from them» (David Thomas, ibid. p. 203) 


It has now been proven that false memories are very common even 
without pressure. 


«Hallucinated afflictions that, especially in the age of mass media and 
talk shows and women's group hysterias, are spreading like a virus, as the 
American cultural sociologist Elaine Showalter notes in her recent book 
“Hystories”’... 

About 80 per cent of all patients suffering from chronic fatigue are 
women, as are 90 per cent of all people who have memories of early sexual 
abuse and rape come flooding back to them.... Meanwhile, these “memory” 
techniques have been exposed as charlatanry. It has been proven that the con- 
troversial material was foisted on patients by means of suggestion during 
particularly vivid sessions. Now the wave of lawsuits is going backwards. 
Patients are suing their therapists who first deposited the dirt in their sessi- 
ons, which they then presented as a surprisingly promoted deep discovery.» 
(Matthias Matussek, ibid. p. 182) 


[Such false memories are apparently much more common among 
women. | 


«Memory is often deceptive 

US study: Every fourth adult invents memories. 

... had confronted people with the idea that this had actually happened to 
them, as [Elizabeth] L. now reports ... L.R. found in studies with college stu- 
dents that “illusions of memory are quite normal” ... adults falsely remem- 
bered sexual abuse. ... adults can falsely recall traumatic ‘memories’ from 
childhood.» (Frankfurter Rundschau 17.2.1997) 


Apparently, the wave of (mostly female) readers who remembered male 
violence after reading relevant feminist books was a hysteria triggered by 
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hateful, anti-male views and insinuations in such writings.This hysteria has 
not only caused great damage to society, to the benefit of ideologues who 
now set the tone in all parties - it has also harmed the imagined victims, who 
have been scientifically proven to often suffer psychological damage. 


The imagined incident is no less damaging than the actual one; and the 
loss of innocence and trust of an entire generation of children through the 
campaign of ‘enlightenment’ is a hitherto unknown dimension of harm. 
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Mudslinging Advances 


fis with every feminist campaign, feminists have misperceived and misana- 


lysed from the beginning, starting from demonstrably false assumptions. 
Sexual selection lies biologically with the females of a species, gives females 
a powerful and consequential dominance that gives rise to species, is respon- 
sible for sex differences, excludes male members of the species. In animals 
and humans, there is a “sexualised structural violence” against men who 
have to struggle to gain access to women. Feminism, like everything else, 
has this exactly backwards in a decades-long smear campaign against an in- 
vented, mythical “patriarchy” for alleged “sexualised violence against 
women” that “shapes our society”. 

The fact is the opposite, as the cycle on “” already described literarily in 
the 1980s, is shown scientifically in “The Oppression of Men”. Female 
choice radicalised by feminism, in biological jargon: “discrimination against 
men” or “sexual selection” characterise this society, moreover even an 
ideological “war” against male sexuality and needs. This war has created 
unparalleled callousness and lack of empathy, eradicated natural feelings, 
indoctrinated people, destroyed the culture and complement from which 
compassionate feelings grow and mature, and even makes books like this one 
or the cycle on selection power be mocked callously, instead of being read 
with dismay, as a woman with a female love for men, instead of weeping in 
shock, despairing at the callousness described in the books. The coldness of 
today's reader(esse)s, who sneer, scoff and mock, proves once again what the 
books describe. The reader(ess) must change. 


A radical current has poisoned the human climate of the entire world. 


«On the wall, a poster listing 100 ways for women to “end patriarchy”. 
One of them is: “Love a woman.” ... Every step ... must be verbalised. Loud 
and clear. Like: “May I put my hand on your shoulder?” “Yes, you may put 
your hand on my shoulder.” ... The respective permission must be expressed 
loudly and precisely. Permission under the influence of alcohol is worthless. 
Should intimacy nevertheless occur, the offence of rape is fulfilled ... 

Yellow ribbons commemorating the victims of sexual violence hang on 
the fir tree opposite the canteen. Groups of ‘survivors’ meet daily. Men have 
such groups, women have them, and the ‘relatives of survivors’ have their 
own.... Among the remaining men, the proportion of gay men is considerab- 
le... 
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But in the last year alone, K. claims to have counted 20 rapes. “Well, it 
depends on what you call rape.” ... There are different versions about the 
exact course of events. Some claim to have seen the perpetrator kissing his 
victim at the Saturday dance in the canteen. Others have observed that he 
“danced too close”... 

The delinquent R. lies in his dark dormitory like a prisoner... He is cur- 
rently undergoing compulsory therapy for sex offenders. In the campus 
newspaper he has published his self-criticism: “I, R., have become guilty ...” 

... Arelegation for ‘sexual assault’ ... would ruin his career.... “The crazy 
thing is — I supported the policy myself,” he says in parting. 


[His] professor ...: “Randy's self-abnegation has the charm of the 
Moscow show trials.” ... The academic level has dropped, he says.... “There 
are now more therapy and support groups than students.” ... gay professors 


are explicitly preferred in job advertisements ... 

... The women's rights activists of the National Women's Law Center are 
outraged. They think that the Harassment Clause should only apply to girls.» 
(Spiegel 20 / 1994, p. 162) 


A bad scary film in the fantasy genre? Unfortunately, no. This concen- 
tration camp system for feeling and thinking is already reality in some 
places. 


«aber oft geniigt schon ein Witz, eine gewisse Hartnackigkeit der Wer- 
bung, eine Salve von Blicken, ungeschickte Verliebtheit oder die flichtigste 
Berthrung, damit der herbeieilende Gesetzgeber den ,Tater’ wegen sexueller 
Belastigung oder Nétigung belangen kann. Allein die weibliche Beschuldi- 
gung genitigt meistens.» (Berndt Schulz, Die Frauen sind..., p. 81) 


«I'm actually not at all concerned about innocent men losing their jobs 
over false sexual assault/ harassment allegations» (Emily Lindin, 21.11.2017) 
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Here's an unpopular opinion: I'm 
actually not at all concerned about 
innocent men losing their jobs over 
false sexual assault/harassment 
allegations. 
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110 Retweets 92 Likes 


It has already been described how some well-educated rejected men 
have to struggle in vain for a lifetime to approach women, coldly barked at 
alleging harassment. It was also mentioned how women can provoke at will, 
even through hammer-like alluring appearance and behaviour, but men are 
not allowed to react to it. (The Female Power of Choice) 


For highly sensitive men, rooted in our destroyed culture, this epoch is a 
cruel hell from which they cannot escape, because with the forms of sex 
complementation and division of labour that have grown naturally and 
proven themselves over millennia, loving sympathy and empathy for men 
have also been destroyed and turned into hostile sentiments. 


«“TIf a woman struts around in hot pants with her breast half exposed, 
she should not be surprised if men become pushy. When a woman dresses in 
such a provocative way, she is coercing. For me, that is sexual harassment. 
How am I supposed to concentrate on my work?» (Spiegel 34 / 1995, p. 
139) 
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Pleasurable provocation of men is typical of advertising in feminist eras 
as far away as southern countries. 


«Advertising with harassing incitement 

The woman perfumed with the advertising brand plunges a man into 
confusion in the lift, who pulls his hair out, is all confused and is glad for sal- 
vation when she finally coolly and dominatingly presses a button to get out. 
She stops in the doorway, stares at him superiorly for a long time and feasts 
on his confusion. Then she casually disappears» (LBC, 18.6.1998, 21:50) 


What is considered chic and promotional towards men must be criminal 
in front of women, according to their supposedly equalising ideology. 


«The subjective feeling of the woman must always have priority ... says 
Minister Ms. Pranner “but it must be proven that she was not harassed”.» 
(Osterreich, Spiegel 16 / 1997, p. 163) 


As usual, feminisms have radically turned upside down the basic objec- 
tive principles of law, science, life, coexistence and nature. 


As Esther Vilar quotes from Germaine Greer, it was even debated whe- 
ther all sexual intercourse with a man was rape. (Vilar anthology, dtv, p. 122 
and 208; today: Andrea Dworkin, Spiegel 20/1994 and 25/1995) 


Such a ‘subjective feeling’ — which the movement's women even consi- 
dered objective - was given the force of law. 


«According to the new “Law on the Enforcement of Equal Rights for 
Women and Men”, which has been in force since 1 September, lewd remarks 
about a female colleague ... a raunchy joke or even the pin-up calendar on the 
wall can become the subject of labour law disputes. The law, which Federal 
Minister for Women Mrs. Merkel hopes will improve [?!!] the working 
climate, allows ... even to refuse to work, if necessary, if superiors do not 
react to reported cases.... 

This opens up a wide scope for misconduct, because it is individual 
sensitivities that provide the yardstick» (Die Welt, 3.9.1994, p. 1) 


The feminist legally seizes absolute power and control over sexuality. 


«{It's] about the much more fundamental question of the exercise of 
female power... controlling sex... “The woman is in charge. We make the 
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choice, we make the decision’’» (Claire Rayner, nach David Thomas, ibid., p. 
287) 


Whoever the woman quoted is and whatever she said: Already biologi- 
cally, women make the choice, thus make the decision about sex, procreation 
and survival of men in children, massively determine men's lives in all these 
respects. Feminist analysis of all waves from the 19th century until today is 
so wrong that it claims the opposite of the facts and has inflated into a huge 
ideological system, a collective irrational obsession, like a cult possessed by 
a delusion, which has been spreading blooming nonsense at universities for 
generations that has nothing to do with reality. Female exercise of power and 
control of sexual life are already biologically anchored, have been exaggera- 
ted once again by all feminist waves into a principle, which has been hidden 
behind egalitarian phrases. Men are increasingly oppressed and rejected, ex- 
cluded, in ever greater numbers, which is cynically justified with phrases of 
‘women's liberation’, which was nonsense from the beginning, because 
women in all cultures of all epochs were privileged, while men were bur- 
dened with the duty of shouldering female privileges with their work and 
dangers. 


«Male Heterosexuality Is Becoming Illegal 

Relampago Furioso October 4, 2016 ... 

The government now appears to be in the process of legislating and pro- 
pagandizing to completely take pleasures of the flesh away from Beta 
males. ... 

Elizabeth Bernstein, “Women's Studies” professor recently published a 
book entitled Regulating Sex: The Politics of Intimacy and Identity which 
proposes to put the government in everyone's bedroom. ... Since Marxists 
want negative population growth ... 

The Washington Examiner warns us how these laws are making straight 
sex the new “evil” of our time. 

“The rules for college students having sex have become absurd. The 
new Puritans are practically begging for abstinence by making consensual 
sex so impossible that it is better to forgo. Part of this problem stems from a 
broad definition of sexual ‘violence’ that includes unwanted comments about 
someone's physical appearance (which could be as mundane as someone tel- 
ling their female friend they ‘look good’ today). These comments constitute 
sexual ‘violence’ even between two people involved in a committed relation- 
ship.” 
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Just as in Britain, men even talking to women is becoming a prosecutab- 
le offense.»'"! 


Feminism not only spreads absolutely one-sided female power over se- 
xuality, but on top of that such an arbitrary and perverse-egoistic one that 
every approach of a woman becomes a danger for the man, because it is sub- 
ject to her subjective arbitrariness, even afterwards, whether she makes a 
crime out of it. The conditions of the world are more insane than in a fanati- 
cally faith-obsessed Middle Ages; the difference to the conditions in the ter- 
rorist state IS lies more in the choice of means: Islamists use violence, femi- 
nists radical indoctrination and bending of consciousness, psyche, sexuality 
and personality. 


«British Police: Men Who Try To Get Laid Are Guilty Of Misogynistic 
“Hate Crimes” 

David G. Brown July 14, 2016 

Are you less than 100% certain a girl will accept your approach? If not, 
do not approach them in Nottingham and maybe soon a host of other British 
cities. Nottingham Police have declared that “misogyny,” which they say in- 
cludes “unwanted approaches,” is now a hate crime attracting significantly 
higher criminal penalties. The girl alone gets to decide if the intention of 
your interaction was misogynistic or not. ... 

The draconic move does not (*surprise, surprise*) include lesbians or 
straight women 

Unsurprisingly, given we are surrounded by a deplorably anti-male poli- 
tical climate, the criminalization of unwanted male approaches has not been 
extended to include either lesbians or straight females (or those identifying as 
starfish or attack helicopters). ... 

At its heart, this Nottingham Police “law” is aimed at simultaneously vi- 
lifying and criminalizing normal male behavior. Paradoxically, this is behavi- 
or that even otherwise indoctrinated Western women still want from men, 
such as men approaching first, being confident, and making the first move in 
other contexts, too. 

Put bluntly, it’s really just a walking crime to be a man nowadays.»'” 


101 https://www.returnofkings.com/97770/male-heterosexuality-is- 
becoming-illegal 

102 https://www.returnofkings.com/909 1 6/british-police-men-who-try-to- 
get-laid-are-guilty-of-misogynistic-hate-crimes 
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Male nature is deliberately suppressed. Hysteria serves to destroy men. 
Even children are affected. A six-year-old was temporarily excluded from 
school for kissing a girl of the same age. Children learn not to give compli- 
ments. For more details, see the books “No!” and “On Approach and 
Rejection”, as well as other volumes in the series. 


«Or should it end up like in America, where allegedly fearful executives 
have installed bugs everywhere in their own offices in order to be able to 
conjure up a tape with their proof of innocence in case of a case?» (David 
Thomas, ibid., p. 251) 


Lorena Bobbitt was acquitted after she castrated her husband, severing 
his member. (dpa 23.1.1994, see also Felix Stern, Penthesilea's Daughters) 


A woman, by contrast, gains 7.1 million dollars because a lover who 
was courting her in the office touched her breasts. What is castration against 
touching the breast? Nothing, apparently, according to the feminist-infiltrated 
judiciary. 


«$7.1 million fine for sexual harassment 

... Since yesterday, “sexual harassment” also has a “price tag”: a jury 
awarded 40-year-old ... W. 7.1 million dollars ... She told the court that 
during this time G. had, for example, put sweets in the breast pockets of her 
blouse, grabbed her breasts» (Die Welt, 3.9.1994, p. 1) 


«One did it. Now anyone could do it... American housewives no longer 
think only of chopping parsley at the sight of a kitchen knife.... And there 
must be some womanly joy when one of them strikes back. Finally.» (Alice 
Schwarzer, Beyond Bitch. Emma M/A 1994, p. 34f) 


Not even the Nazis so openly incited mob violence. 


While feminisms tore down all boundaries of shame with battle cries 
like “The Shame is Over!”, promoted hatred and even violence against men, 
made it socially acceptable, sold it as ‘life help’, men were unilaterally inhi- 
bited with ever more drastic taboos. 


JAKE and JOSIE Manure 


si? rig 


«Double standard as a principle: women are disinhibited, men and male 
sexuality criminalised» 
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«Not too touching... 

Now, with all this, one cannot help but have two contradictory impressi- 
ons. On the one hand, all boundaries of shame are gradually being torn down. 
Along with the general taboos, society is also mutilating its erotic inspirati- 
ons. Who ... who considers shame a noble value is considered a petrified 
bourgeois. On the other hand, can Justice put a straitjacket on everyday eroti- 
cism? (Side note: Six out of ten ... According to the statistics, six out of ten 
flirtations in the workplace... to a long-term relationship or even become a 
case for life).» (Die Welt, 3.9.1994, p. 6) 


‘Harassment’ is when his efforts fail and he is rebuffed. Our world is not 
comparable to traditional, moral cultures in which a “for each other” was 
protected. Protection is no longer for the uncorrupted, but for the power 
struggle for sole female control of sexuality and feelings, which are no 
longer allowed to have anything that is natural and connected to men, which 
would stand in the way of feminist goals. 


In culture there was an inner and outer space, or female and male sphe- 
res, whereby protection applied to the female sphere, which men exercised 
for women with renunciation, effort and often danger to their own lives. Men 
remained free only in their own sphere, because where there were women, 
many things were forbidden to men out of “decency and consideration”, 
including male sexuality. Thus male needs and dispositions were partially, 
but not universally, suppressed, but women were offered a particularly inten- 
sive one-sided protection, which they do not want to do without today, but 
radically overdo it. As always, culture connected balancing but already privi- 
leged women, whose sexuality was protected in contrast to that of men. [The 
penal code has long protected female sexuality, but not male sexuality]. 


The family sprang from the female model of reproduction in order to be 
provided for and protected during pregnancy and motherhood. This is 
because the mother's children are always hers in nature; the number of 
partners does not normally increase with the number of her biological 
children. The male reproductive model, on the other hand, achieves more 
offspring outside of classical marriage, thus being more restricted by it than 
the female model. 


The magic formula was the addition of two hemispheres, which was 
highly denigrated. Their dissolution tipped the balance, as usual. Women 
invaded less protected areas and demanded the usual one-sided protection 
there, which then meant total oppression of men everywhere. Tradition was 
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more tolerable and less unbalanced, despite privileged treatment of women. 
This is the structural background. There is nothing wrong with demanding 
more balance than tradition offered, but that means the exact opposite of 
feminism. 


In addition, there was the struggle for total female power over sexuality 
and all other core questions of life. 


«approaching women in the street should be made a punishable offen- 
CEss. 

to obtain the express permission of the woman before any stage of inter- 
course.... 


[This eradicates any vestige of naturalness. | 


Schoolboys are taught not to ... not to pay compliments... Mistrust bet- 
ween the sexes is growing: a strict law ... creates many ambiguities» (Focus 
19 / 1994, p. 170, 176) [my comment] 


But if the man does not want to talk to her, this also harasses feminist 
sentiment: subjective feminist arbitrariness completely disenfranchises the 
man and calls such disenfranchisement, in an Orwellian twisting of terms, 
“the liberation of women”. 


«wegen ,sexueller Belastigung’ wird einer angeklagt, der mit einer Frau 
nicht sprechen wollte» (Spiegel 28 / 1994, p. 160, 161) 


As usual, cultural structures that bring people together in a better way 
and, on top of that, protect them reliably, were first smashed, balancing out 
now apparently starkly opposed dispositions and making them fit together. 


«The Feminists: A Political Organization to Annihilate Sex Roles 

.. Specifically, THE FEMINISTS has discarded the notion generally 
accepted by popular feminism that the sex-role system defines the oppression 
of women or that our enemy is the male role. The inadequacy of the sex-role 
theory of oppression becomes obvious when one considers its implication: 
that both men and women are oppressed by their respective sex-roles. Which 
is comparable to: both slaves and masters are oppressed by the slave 
system.» (Radical Feminism, edited by Anne Koedt, Ellen Levine, Anita 
Rapone, August 26, 1969, New York) 
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_Ananihology of radical feminist writings from the current women's 
capsaabirdcet from the personal to the 
theoretical and and drawn largely from the feminist annual NOTES. 
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The Feminists: 
A Political Organization 
to Annihilate Sex Roles 
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Embarrassingly, human culture is based on precisely what all feminists 
of all waves have fought against: An exchange between the two sexes based 
on a division of labour, which can only exist if there are different roles. Fe- 
minism is thus from the outset a rampage of struggle against human nature, 
which mutilates people, their psyches and capacity for empathy, uproots 
them and makes them susceptible to collective irrationality. Moreover, it is 
men who have been and are oppressed in the feminist sense, whereas women 
have been privileged at all times, both of which have been reinforced by fe- 
minism and elevated to a radical principle. Men are the labour slaves of soci- 
ety, not women. Again, feminism has only further exaggerated this. While 
feminists are under the delusion of fighting for a juster world and more 
‘equality’, they have actually radically exacerbated male exploitation, injusti- 
ce and inequality because their basic assumption was already backwards. 
Feminism was a cultural revolution of the privileged group of women against 
the male packhorses of history, a huge staging of a perpetrator-victim rever- 
sal. 


For this purpose, nature-hating and man-hating dogmas, immature ego- 
isms and indoctrinated aggressiveness were created in order to wage an ex- 
tremist sex war against men, nature and culture out of hatred and misunder- 
standing, of course also against all natural women and needs. Then the grie- 
vances thus created were used for new smear campaigns. 


«All men are rapists and that's all they are.» (Marilyn French, Harding, 
1992, p. 240) 


The one-sidedness up to the media has already been documented; more 
material comes every day, but would be boring in this text. 


In the process, feminists like to do what they forbid men to do, and 
which corresponds to the nature of men, but less so to the nature of women. 
This is due to instincts and feelings that are needed for procreation. For men, 
sexual intercourse with several women under natural conditions means more 
biological offspring. For women, intercourse with more than one man does 
not increase the number of their own children. For women, brood care and 
the benefit of having a helping husband are more important. Therefore, the 
classical marriage model is useful for women in natural circumstances, but 
limits male possibilities of reproduction and therefore male sexuality. 
According to a rule of biology, a union of a woman with a man takes place 
exactly when it is beneficial for women: without advantage for females, no 
union with males. Now destructive laws absolve women from interest in a 
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man, because even without a relationship he is compulsorily obliged, directly 
or indirectly through taxes, to pay and thus help support the woman. Daddy 
state serves the woman even without consideration. This has corrupted the 
mores. Abusing and ignoring male needs is rewarding, is princely rewarded 
with financial or state resources. This is the reality behind feminist phrases, 
which are now being fed to children so that they will never wake up and 
mature and see through the deception. 


«When I'm hungry for a man, then I go through with it, yes? But the 
other way round, when he comes and wants to hit on me, I refuse very 
quickly. I don't let him hit on me - no thanks! He can talk as much as he 
likes, but I don't want to... but I decide about my belly» (Berndt Schulz, Die 
Frauen sind..., Wenn M4nner..., p. 124) 


Biology shows that it is a problem for men to seduce women, but not 
the other way round. As always, feminist ideology works destructively and 
backwards, radicalising one-sided electoral power. 


The following evidence suggests that also in this question the ratio of 
male and female ‘victims’ could strongly contradict feminist statements. 


«After all, 10 percent of all men... feel harassed.» (Spiegel 47 / 1990, S. 
111) 


Despite all the scepticism about the newspaper and the source of 
information (a feminist-oriented women's ministry), it is worth noting that 
such high numbers of male victims (according to the feminist definition) are 
reported by circles close to the rainbow ideology: 


«Ministry for Women: Every 5th man is sexually harassed at work... 

A public study from the Family Ministry in Bonn (1690 men surveyed) 
shows: ... 

- 19% of the men reported in detail in the questionnaires that they had 
experienced sexual harassment at work. 

- 37% of the men felt "sexually harassed" by a woman. 

- 7% even say: "It was a group of women". 

The study: "The harassment described ranges from ‘accidental’ body 
touching, unwanted invitations with clear intent, lewd jokes and remarks, 
requests for sexual intercourse, pornographic images, touching of the genitals 
to forcing sexual acts. However, the study concludes that many men do not 
feel bothered by the come-ons.» (Bild, 23.1.1995, S. 1) 
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The information is mentioned unchecked for the sake of completeness, 
even if it may be somewhat disconcerting in parts. It is interesting that men 
seem to experience the same thing, only they complain less. We protect 
women, but not men. Women complain often, men seldom, even though men 
would have as much or more reason to do so. Moreover, we perceive female 
complaints and problems, while we ignore and suppress male ones. Last but 
not least, the choice is biologically with the woman: complaints about 
unsuccessful men's advances, which are classified as harassment, are part of 
her selection and rejection, thus often cause the suppression of unattractive 
men. Conversely, similar advances by women to men seem to be perceived 
rather as a pleasant extension of male possibilities, or at least hardly 
disturbing. 


In cultures, men protected their family from come-ons; family, “patriar- 
chal’ values justified the protection. Because of women's biological power of 
choice, sex differences, it was and is necessary for men to be masculine and 
respected, to have authority and gifts to awaken women's natural instincts, 
which are now totally bent and buried. One of the tasks of culture is to reli- 
ably allow these instincts to mature into feelings and to remedy the pressures 
on men, just as men protectively prevent pressures on women. 


«They have, this is the biological heritage of evolution, a preference for 
dominant men who stand high socially. The man should be taller» (Spiegel 
16/ 1995, p. 186) 


«Even extreme cultural differences only modify our partner desires. 
They were shaped by the desires selected in evolution, which have proven to 
be suitable» (Focus 36 / 1994, p. 149) 


Hence the campaigns against alleged ‘violence’ in the form of 
seduction, even addressing, touching while dancing — the male nature is to be 
suppressed, the grip of a husband still to become ‘rape’. Result: feminist 
perversions and anti-male whims are undisturbed. Natural feelings now no 
longer threaten to break through because men's triggering strengths are mo- 
rally annihilated and branded a crime. So it goes in all areas: mental, emotio- 
nal, dreams and structure. 


The female animal instincts, on the other hand, are not suppressed, but 
torn out of their loving context, turned hostile to men, spiteful, egotistically 
‘amped up’ against suppressed men. Men were and are oppressed in their 


206 


instincts; women are not. Balancing culture, bringing the sexes together, in 
feeling, in couples, in general groups of mutuality, all that has been eradica- 
ted from the earth. 


In the chaos and confusion, the once protective now appear as threats, 
the once desired and respected as harassment. But even according to false 
feminist premises, what feminisms do is absurd; violent and sick women and 
girls have been created and celebrated as ‘self-confident’. Hardly any films, 
armies, police without Amazons. Books and films about female revenge are 
seen as life lessons. [see Quotations] Such impudence would never have oc- 
curred to men against women; they have been guarded with love against all 
bad. Male love ‘harasses’ feminist ideology: 


«A female student felt “sexually harassed” because the professor had a 
photo of his wife in a swimming costume on his desk.» (Spiegel 20 / 1994, p. 
153) 


Subjective accusations are used to rip off large assets. 


«Is a compliment already sexual harassment? Many receive millions in 
damages. A heady triumph. And the beginning of a merciless battle of the 
sexes.» (Maxi 5 / 1997) 


Rejected Male life is not worth a penny. Radical exclusion from life and 
love is, in contrast to approach-denigration, a quite massive, life-ruining 
power of determination, coldness of political dimension, psychological exis- 
tential pressure, preventing mental and physical survival. It even prevents 
knowledge of the central sphere of life and of women. (see book cycle: “The 
Female Power of Choice”) The discrimination of men by women is much 
more consequential, but is taken for granted. 


That's real life destruction by female power, which degrades men to 
‘harassers’, criminalises them for their powerlessness in the face of female 
power of choice. This is a brutal feminist power struggle for sole power over 
sexuality. Male effort is too weak a counterweight to female position. As 
always, feminisms exaggerate the central female strength, criminalising any 
male counterweight, already far too weak. 


The chapter on sexual ecology of a future book will suggest how a 
better balance can be achieved than in our remembered tradition. 
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The coldness, scorn, poisoning and mockery spread by the feminist so- 
ciety once again prove what the cycle “The Female Power of Choice” al- 
ready described in the 1980s. The reader(ess) must change. A textbook ad- 
dressed the problem as early as the 1940s: 


«The woman who is to find true gratification must love and accept her 
own womanhood as she loves and accepts her husband's manhood. Women's 
rivalry with men today, and the need to “equal” their accomplishments, 
engenders all too often anger and resentfulness toward men. Men, 
challenged, frequently respond in kind. So it is that women envy and feel 
hostile to men for just the attributes which women themselves require for 
“success” in the world.» (Ferdinand Lundberg, Marynia F. Farnham, Modern 
Women: The Lost Sex, 1947) 


Professionals of earlier eras were probably right in describing the 
feminist tendency as pathogenic; what is missing is the reverse: a description 
of the emergence of that tendency from pathogenic forces. 


«Many women can find no solution to their dilemma and are defeated in 
attempts at adaptation. These constitute the array of the sick, unhappy, 
neurotic, wholly or partly incapable of dealing with life. In a veritable army 
of women, the tensions and anxieties make their way to the surface in 
physical guise. They have always been known and dimly recognized for what 
they are — the miserable, the half-satisfied, the frustrated, the angered. 
Unable to cope with the disappointments that they have met in their 
emotional lives, they become ill» (Ferdinand Lundberg, Marynia F. Farnham, 
Modern Women: The Lost Sex, 1947) 
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Mudslinging As a Means to Rip-Off 


Not only in the 1970s to 1990s did unscrupulous female egoism, massively 


spread by feminism, run rampant in order to secure as many advantages as 
possible for women, to disenfranchise men and fathers, to turn them into 
paying slaves excluded from cohabitation and from their own children, for- 
ced by courts to throw away their own life plans, in order to earn a lot of 
money, which the state largely takes away from them and passes on to the 
person who caused the damage, part of the money going to the state and a 
mafia-like separation industry of family courts, specialised lawyers, experts, 
youth welfare offices, who all profit and live from maximising the flow of 
money from the discarded man to the woman. 


The battle cry ‘self-realisation’ was a farce, applied only to women. 
Men are not allowed to realise themselves, but are forced in court to earn a 
lot of money. In the process, the court likes to assume unrealistically high 
incomes, which has ruined many a self-employed man. After a separation, 
the man often no longer has the freedom to do what he wants, because he has 
to pay maintenance and alimony, which are set as high as possible because 
those involved in the divorce industry profit from the amount of money 
flowing in. Gone are the days of following their interests, of doing what is 
important to them in life. They are forced to bring in as much money as 
possible. Therefore, the expression “financial slave of the feminist slave- 
owning society” is not a hollow phrase, but an apt description of reality. 


Such extortion affects the high achievers most of all, because if you 
have nothing, there is nothing to get from you. This has other harmful side 
effects. For the feminist slave-owning society punishes those who are good 
and hard-working. Recipients of social benefits, currently called Harz IV, are 
hardly affected because not much can be taken away from them. Therefore, 
performance hardly pays for men, which drastically lowers men's willingness 
to make an effort and achieve something, and thus harms the national 
economy. But that is not all. Moreover, in the event of separation, children 
are a danger for high achievers and can lead to their ruin. It is precisely the 
most capable men who are discouraged from having children at all, which is 
why academics today have fewer offspring than others, their good qualities 
thus dwindling, whereas the qualities of lazy welfare recipients who do 
nothing, collect unemployment benefits, allow themselves to be put up with 
by others, spread through society because they produce more children. For 
those who live on Harz IV can hardly lose anything in a family court. 
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Women are allowed to realise themselves; after separation they often 
don't need to do anything. Harmful and egoistic, even criminal behaviour, 
lies, blackmail, child abduction, everything is rewarded with large sums of 
money. Such a state of injustice perverts the morals of women, because those 
who act badly are given enormous financial advantages over women who act 
decently. Who would still want to be decent? 

For women, self-realisation applies without regard for children, other 
people, unbridled egoism. For men, the exact opposite is true. This is what 
feminism has done under the pretext of and with the phrase ‘equality’. 


Evidence shows that this method was devised and massively dissemina- 
ted by feminist waves, as early as the first one. See chapters on “Equality” 
and “Collapse of Culture”. Ernest Bax reported as early as the 19th century 
on one-sided jurisdiction in favour of women and at the expense of men, 
which placed unfair burdens on men in the event of a dispute. The second 
wave brought enormous problems and injustices in the wake of new divorce 
laws, introduced here in the 1970s by the then social-liberal coalition and 
celebrated as a great ‘work of the century’ and progress, which ultimately 
eliminated classical marriage and family life. For traditional marriage, which 
had been common until then, now became ruinous for men in case of dispute. 
As a result, traditional marriage virtually died out in Western countries. It 
was simply irresponsible stupidity from then on to stick with the model that 
had been tried and tested over thousands of years, despite the financial tools 
of torture created by feminism. 


We cannot present the consequences in all details here; there is an out- 
line in the book “Beziehungsentzug”, where in a special chapter the devasta- 
ting consequences of the new ‘family law’ are described, which should better 
be called feminist ‘family abolition unlaw’. Since then, many governments 
have tinkered with it, introducing further improvement-aggravations without 
being able to fundamentally change the failed principle. The current term for 
such attempts at reform of the failed reform is ‘joint custody’. But the more a 
father has contact with his child, the less money flows, gets stuck in the 
mafia-like divorce industry, so there is a massive selfish interest in continu- 
ing to exploit and rip off the majority of men. 


A professor who analysed this in the 1970s wrote of a “State of Fist 
Law and Injustice”, as documented in “Beziehungsentzug”. So anyone thin- 
king about when our state system tipped over from a functioning democracy 
into a citizen-oppressing and plundering unjust state should not overlook the 
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deformation of family law in the 1970s: In the field of sex relations, the cata- 
strophe that later gripped many issues, including self-abolition of entire 
peoples and ethnic groups through mass migration, institutionalised maso- 
chism and political hysteria, among others, in matters of climate and the en- 
vironment, was already foreshadowed at that time. 


The consultation protocol proves that these mafia-like and criminal 
practices were still systematically propagated by feminist women in the 21st 


century. Feminism is a cancer that destroys every society and civilisation. 
Zitate RA Strasser: 


1. Da ich nicht fur Prozesskostenhilfe bei einem Streitwert von 3.000,-€ arbeiten 
kann, ist es wichtig die Ressourcen zu prifen..... Die Kosten fur eine 
Erstberatung sind 190,- € zzgl. MWSt. _ Es ist wichtig die Prozesskostenhilfe 


zu_beantragen, dann ist das Gutachten nicht mehr zu bezahlen und ein Teil 
meiner Kostenrechnung auch gedeckt. Aus dem Rest machen wir dann eine 
Mischgeschichte mit Abrechnung Uber auergerichtliche Tatigkeit. 


2. Arbeiten sie immer mit der Angst! Dagegen kann das Gericht nichts machen 
und sie bekommen immer Recht. 


3. Sollte der Vater erste Anzeichen zeigen, dass er mit dem Gedanken spielt die 
gemeinsame elterliche Sorge beantragen zu wollen, gehen Sie mit dem Vater 
sofort zu Kiebitz e.V.. Frau Gstettenbauer kann dann bestatigen, dass die 
Beratung gescheitert ist, wenn die Mutter die gemeinsame elterliche Sorge 
nicht wiinscht, der Vater aber doch. __ Dies ist relevant fur das nachfolgende 
Sorgerechtsverfahren. 

«1. As I cannot work for legal aid for a sum in dispute of 3,000,-€ it is 
important to check the resources.... The costs for an initial consultation are 
190,-€ plus VAT. It is important to apply for legal aid, then you do not have 
to pay for the expert opinion and part of my bill is also covered. We will then 
make a mixed story out of the rest with settlement via extrajudicial activity. 

2. Always work with fear! There is nothing the court can do about it 
and you will always win the process. 

3. Should the father show the first signs that he is thinking of applying 
for joint parental care, go to Kiebitz e.V. with the father immediately. Ms 
Gstettenbauer can then confirm that the counselling has failed if the mother 
does not want joint parental care but the father does. This is relevant for the 
subsequent custody proceedings.» 
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4. Sie (Mutter) sollten Umgange zwischen Kind und Vater verzogern, damit beim 
Sorgerechtsverfahren die Chance auf die alleinige elterlichne Sorge besser 
wird, weil ein Umgang noch nicht regelmafig stattfindet. 


5. Wenn Mitter keine gemeinsame elterliche Sorge wunschen, ware ein Umzug 
eine gute Lésung. 


Ziehen sie einfach um, lassen Sie ,ihn“ kommen... 
Machen Sie es schnell und iiberraschend... 


Ziehen Sie einfach um, der Vater soll dann den Antrag auf Kindesentziehung 
stellen. 


Wenn Sie erst mal umgezogen sind, wird das Gericht kaum noch dagegen 
vorgehen kénnen. Das Gericht kann Sie nicht zwingen zuriick zu ziehen. Die 
gemeinsame elterliche Sorge ist dann auch kein Thema mehr. 


«4. They (mothers) should delay contact between child and father, so 
that the chance of sole parental custody is better in custody proceedings, 
because contact no longer takes place regularly. 

5. If mothers do not want joint parental care, a good solution would be 
to relocate. 

Just move, let “him” come.... 

Make it quick and surprising ... 

Just move, let the father then apply for child removal. 

Once you have moved, the court will hardly be able to do anything 
about it. The court cannot force you to move back. Joint parental custody is 
then no longer an issue.» 


Those who claim today that our legal system is tailored to occidental 
people, but fails to deal with oriental, African or Islamic socialised people 
who simply laugh at and abuse us and our law, are mistaken. Feminists have 
done the same for generations, shamelessly exploiting, abusing, corrupting 
and ridiculing our legal system, all the while pursuing amendments to the 
law to further enshrine feminist principles in law to the detriment of men, 
children, families and the now destroyed culture. Our law had already been 
perverted into a no longer functioning system of injustice before masses of 
culturally alien immigrants came to us. 
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6. Legen Sie keinen Wert auf die Vaterschaftsanerkennung, denn durch die 
zeitliche Verzégerung kénnen Sie sich einen Vorteil verschaffen. Antrage bei 


Gericht, seitens des Vaters, konnen erst nach der Vaterschaftsanerkennung 
erfolgen. Den Unterhalt k6nnen Sie ab Geburt riickwirkend bekommen. Gehen 
Sie dazu zum Jugendamt zur Vormundschaftsstelle. 


7. Denken Sie daran, die Umgange rechtzeitiq zu_dosieren, damit der Vater 
weniger Chancen bei einem Antrag auf die geteilte elterliche Sorge hat. 
((Dies wurde einer Mutter angeraten, die selbst angibt, 
dass der Vater mit dem Kind und mit ihr ein sehr gutes 
Verhdéltnis hat. Die Mutter hat dagegen auch keine 
Einwande) ) 


8. Was gibt es fir Fragen im Leben, wo Sie den Vater wirklich brauchen? 
Kindergarten Schule geht alles ohne Vater. 


9. Vater haben eine subtile und sadistische Art..... 


«6. Do not attach importance to the acknowledgement of paternity, 
because the time delay can give you an advantage. Applications to the court 


on the part of the father can only be made after paternity has been acknow- 
ledged. You can receive retroactive maintenance from the time of birth. To do 
this, go to the Youth Welfare Office, the guardianship office. 

7. Remember to dose the visits in time so that the father has less 
chance in an application for shared parental care. ((This was advised to a 
mother who herself states that the father has a very good relationship with 
the child and her. The mother has no objections to this either.)) 

8. What are the issues in life where you really need the father? Kinder- 
garten, school, everything can be done without a father. 

9. Fathers have a subtle and sadistic attitude...» 


Hateful propaganda against fathers and men incites women in the case 
of separation who might not have had such nasty thoughts on their own. A 
feminist-infiltrated state is a hell of injustice that strikes with maximum 
effect at the worst possible moment, such as separation. The broad majority 
suppresses the problems and hopes not to be affected by them themselves. 
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12.Ich rufe Sie auf zur Online-Kampagne gegen den neuen Gesetzesentwurf. 
Machen Sie mit, das ist eine gute Sache. 


13.Griinde welche die gemeinsame elterliche Sorge verhindern waren......... 
Gehen sie prophylaktisch und rechtzeitig zu Arzten, Therapeuten und der 
Beratungsstelle Kiebitz e.V., Frau Gstettenbauer, und lassen sie sich die 
Belastung durch den Vater bestatigen. | Arzte sollten im 
Nachhinein Bescheinigungen ruckwirkend ausstellen. ! 


14.Ein Totschlagsargument gegen die gemeinsame elterliche Sorge, welches ich 
auch schon angewandt habe, ist ,man kann nicht kommunizieren“ 


15.Uberlegen Sie sich, ob der Vater das Kind schittein wurde. Das ware auch ein 
gutes Argument gegen den Vater. 


16.Wir werden alles sehr subtil bei Gericht vortragen miissen. 


«12. I call on you to join the online campaign against the new draft law. 
Join in, it's a good thing to do.» 


Women seeking counselling on separation are indoctrinated in femi- 
nism, incited to a vendetta that brings them financial benefits, but also a 
mafia-like divorce industry. Moreover, they are propagandised into advoca- 
ting feminist laws and preventing a bill that once again attempts to mitigate 
some of the worst aberrations of family law. This has not worked for 50 
years. 


«13. Reasons which prevent joint parental custody would be... Go pro- 
phylactically and in good time to doctors, therapists and the counselling 
centre Kiebitz e.V., Ms Gstettenbauer, and have stress caused by the father 
confirmed. ! Doctors should issue certificates retrospectively! 

14. A killer argument against joint parental care, which I have al- 


ready used, is “you cannot communicate”. 
15. Consider whether the father would shake the child. That would also 


be a good argument against the father. 
16. We will have to present everything very subtly in court.» 
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18.Empfehlung von Frau Strasser: Eine Mutter solle mit List (z.B. dem Vorwand 
einzukaufen) das beim Vater lebende Kind zu Kiebitz e.V., Frau Cornelia 
Gstettenbauer, bringen, welche dann eine Bescheinigung binnen eines kurzen 
Termins ausstellen kann, wie sehr das Kind leidet. Die Adresse kann ich Ihnen 
auswendig sagen ,Landsberger Str. 320“. Die Telefonnummer kann ich !hnen 
auch auswendig sagen ,069/161192". 


19.Kommen Sic zu mir, oder ich empfehle Ihnen auch noch die Rechtsanwaltin 
Millecker. Das ist auch noch eine sehr gute Anwaltin. 
(Anny Millecker — TheatinerstraRe 30 — 80333 Miinchen — 089/1259840-0) 


Ich versichere an Eides Statt, dass ich die vorgenannten Angaben nach bestem 
Wissen und Gewissen gemacht habe und dass die Angaben der Wahrheit 
entsprechen. 


«18. Recommendation from Ms Strasser: A mother should use a ruse 
(e.g. the pretext of shopping) to bring the child living with the father to 
Kiebitz e.V., Ms Cornelia Gstettenbauer, who can then issue a certificate 
within one short appointment stating how much the child is suffering. I can 
tell you the address by heart “Landsberger Str. mm. I can also tell you the 
telephone number by heart “089”. 

19. Come and see me, or I can also recommend the lawyer Millecker. 
She is also a very good lawyer. 

(Anny Millecker — ) 

I declare on oath that I have given the above information to the best of 
my knowledge and belief and that the information is true.» 


Here, a legal system that is already feminist in its very laws is further 
completely perverted, invited to lie and abuse the justice system, with 
feminist-influenced associations just waiting to provide false certificates with 
false statements, which then have devastating consequences in court. 


Human smuggling of so-called ‘refugees’ on an industrial scale is likely 
to be quite similar. Systematic failure of an entire legal system already began 
with feminism and family law. 
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Lesbian Agenda 
Preliminary Reflection on the Lesbian Agenda 


Bow did today's imbalance come about? We will first look at a number of re- 


asons in the following chapter. First, there is an innate distortion of percepti- 
on, the evolutionary origin and meaning of which is explained in “The Op- 
pression of Men”. Secondly, this skewed perception caused our philosophers, 
especially during and since the “Enlightenment”, to paint a skewed picture of 
the world in sex terms. This resulted in a design flaw of Western modernity. 
The points just mentioned have already been dealt with in books and will 
therefore only be briefly outlined in the following chapter for better under- 
standing. After that, we want to take care of another source of today's aberra- 
tion and confusion that has not been discussed so far: 


According to sources, lesbian or bisexual predisposition was widespread 
among the founders of feminist waves and was a driving force, if not a cause, 
for misunderstanding and rejecting the natural cultural binding forces bet- 
ween the sexes, the basis of which was and is sexual division of labour as a 
human universal. Obviously, people who imprint themselves wholly or partly 
on their own sex cannot sufficiently feel and therefore cannot really under- 
stand the meaning of a gift exchange with the other sex. People who are not 
imprinted on the opposite sex could understandably misinterpret the require- 
ments of an exchange that gives them certain tasks but withdraws others in 
order to create a connection with the opposite sex as ‘oppression’ or ‘disad- 
vantage’. With such a disposition, there might be more of a temptation to de- 
velop such an exchange within one's own sex but to throw out the other sex, 
which brings us to today's lesbian radical feminism, which has politicised 
such a sentiment. 


The same applies to other construction errors of modernity, which as- 
signs a moral significance to equality. This is a mistake, however, because 
maturation of feelings, sympathy and empathy are based on being connected 
in an exchange. Without differences, there is nothing to exchange for logical 
reasons, so that maturation fails to take place, feelings degenerate into ego- 
istic sentiments, empathy and sympathy for men of one's own tribe do not 
mature.'” 


103 In addition, there is an innate sexual preference for foreign men, who signal 
with a different smell that their immune defence system is different. Without 
cultural counterforces, the women then father children with strangers, the men of 
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The next mistake of modernity is hubris, the presumption to play God, 
to be superior to millennia of experience gathered in cultural traditions and 
structures. Thus, ideologues appear again and again who are convinced that 
they are improving the nature of human beings when they put their extremist 
utopia in place of naturally evolved culture. On top of that, they feel not only 
morally entitled, but even obliged to do so. Anyone who does not participate 
in this utopia, which is contrary to the world, is attacked. 


The gloomy dark side of the “Enlightenment”, the “Age of Light”, in- 
cludes the arrogance of wanting to play the creator God, to be allowed and 
obliged to reshape not only external nature but also human nature according 
to its principles and thus “improve” it. This has failed because some basic 
facts of life have been overlooked. A generation believes it is called to play 
conservationist, but has no idea about human nature or even nature at all. The 
inner nature of the human being, fought against by feminism, is already col- 
lapsing. 


Not only misandry, hatred of men, emerged as the shadow side of Wes- 
tern civilisation, exacerbated by the “Enlightenment”, which was generally 
admired and considered “noble”, but also a repression of nature and culture. 
The war against “man, nature and culture” was already subliminally enabled 
at that time; however, it was feminism that turned it into an ideology and an 
open battle. 


It is difficult to decide to what extent the misunderstanding was caused 
by the constructional error of modernity in feminist exaggeration on the one 
hand, or by lesbian or bisexual predisposition on the other. However, there 
are more important issues, which is why we can dispense with this. 


Today, the topic of “lesbian feminism” has become somewhat academic. 
Even if many errors, wrong perceptions and thus classifications of cultural 
complementarity originally came “from the lesbian” or at least “bisexual cor- 
ner’, hardly anyone is interested in this today. Because the errors have mo- 
ved on, have long since arrived with heterosexuals, and are now just as fana- 
tically advocated by them as they once were by homosexuals. In addition, the 
cultural complement of the age of “gendering the world” has been eliminated 
by genderism, so it could mostly no longer be experienced by the generation 


their own tribe do not find fertile women in their tribe, have no or too few 
offspring. The tribe dies out within a few generations due to the collective 
infidelity of the women at tribal level. 
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living today. So most people don't know what it is all about, don't feel it, 
which is why most people believe in it as stubbornly as sexual minorities 
may once have done. Because only as long as cultural complementarity was 
alive, was lived, did heterosexuals intuitively feel its enormously great value. 
The tragedy here is that in the time of the downfall, this analysis could not 
reach the public in time because of silent censorship. 


Moreover, the age of genderism has so valorised homosexuality, giving 
it as well as other feminist principles a quasi-religious status that actually be- 
longs to the family and the complementarity of the sexes, that it is hardly 
possible to explain the fundamental importance of mutual tasks of the sexes. 
(see “Culture and The Sexes”, chapter 4) 


Therefore, this topic, which once would have attracted attention, is a 
little futile at the moment. It should therefore be used with caution. The state- 
ment of the book is therefore: There is circumstantial evidence of once for- 
mative lesbian driving force in the emergence of militant misreading of hu- 
man culture. However, since these misconceptions are now equally prevalent 
among all people, and today's feminists, in order to improve their reputation, 
try to defend themselves against the accusation of a close connection to lesbi- 
anism — even though this may once have existed and their present-day prin- 
ciples continue to be shaped by it — no assertion will be made here. Should 
the material not convince and readers not acknowledge the connection, all 
other arguments in the book remain valid. 


Ultimately, it is crucial to recognise an error as such and to correct it. 
Furthermore, it is important to consider how such an error can be prevented 
from repeating and spreading in the future. Where the error comes from, on 
comparison, is a subordinate question, which we can also leave open or omit 
without harming the argumentation. 
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Evidence on the Topic of Lesbian Feminism 


§ eminist consciousness twists all facts into the opposite. 


A common feature of feminist waves and their campaigns is to misper- 
ceive facts and turn them into their opposite. The same applies to their sub- 
jective perception. 


If they complain loudly about women being disadvantaged, an objective 
analysis will regularly show much greater disadvantages and burdens for 
men, as well as strong privileged treatment of women — in reality it is the 
other way round, men are disadvantaged. 


This seems to apply so regularly that it can be declared a basic feature 
of feminist views. What is the reason for this, other than an innately skewed 
perception that gives preference to children and women — future, possible or 
former mothers? (Just as the crying of infants is an alarm signal that triggers 
help, so too do complaints by women whose justification is hardly examined. 
Conversely, men are not allowed to complain and are ridiculed when they 


try). 


A second reason why such a distorted view could be so damagingly ex- 
aggerated in Western civilisation was a design flaw of civilisation, reinforced 
by modernity, which in the age of industrial and technical revolution and the 
Enlightenment thought it could arrange the whole world better than nature, 
just as in the fable the farmer wanted to be smarter than “God”. In the pro- 
cess, the culture of complementation, which also functions largely uncons- 
ciously, was overlooked. 


Together with the innately skewed view, misandry, hatred of men, and 
an intellectual idolisation of the image of women emerged (see Christoph 
Kucklick, “The Immoral Sex’’). 


But these errors alone did not form an ideology that completely destroys 
culture, radically suppresses and bends the nature of human beings, attacks 
men and sinks the entire civilisation — that was left to feminism, which exag - 
gerated the above-mentioned distortions of perception to an extreme, eleva- 
ted them to an absolute, all-valid principle and built a closed world view on 
them that sought to prohibit and prevent any deviating view. 
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The ethnologist Levine pointed out that the essential characteristics of a 
culture are not conscious to its bearers. This is all the more true for sex relati- 
ons, which are protected from awareness by evolutionary taboos and distorti- 
on of perception, as well as by sexual taboos and morality. It is therefore not 
surprising that even the bearers of Western civilisation are not aware of the 
basic features of their culture: The forms of sex complementation that medi- 
ate how we share not only work and food between sex groups, but also care, 
from which compassion and empathy emerge, and on which such feelings 
mature. Without such maturation in the exchange that connects people and 
sexes, feelings remain immature and egocentric, as we experience today. 


Feminism has not only spread the conceit that the sex of women, privi- 
leged in all cultures at all times, is disadvantaged because it is not like men - 
only those who do not perceive the much greater disadvantages and the grea- 
ter discrimination of male life, who immaturely focus on themselves and 
their own sex, allowing themselves to be misled by the innate distortion of 
perception, and then go mentally berserk, turning the misperception into a 
principle, anger and a fanatical determination to destroy this cultural ex- 
change system, can come up with such a thing. This is actually behind the fe- 
minist attack on so-called ‘role clichés’. 


Human society and the division of labour are based on such exchanges, 
which have existed since time immemorial among all ethnic groups and in all 
cultures, whether patrilineal or matrilineal. The problematic matriarchies so 
hailed by feminists are no exception; evidence has been found that in these 
the boundary between female and male spheres can even be much more un- 
bridgeable than in other forms of culture. Evidence of this was also found on 
Wikipedia, where it has since been deleted in the project to 'cleanse' the 
image of the world of non-feminist facts and views. Wikipedia and the inter- 
net are to be rewritten in a feminist way, a project that has been going on for 
decades. 


Non-Western cultures usually had stronger structures of sex comple- 
mentation than we do; it is a human universal. Already the philosophers of 
the Occident, including humanists, but especially those of the ‘Enlighten- 
ment’, fell for the innate distortion of perception, describing the male as lazy, 
tyrannical and even stupid; only by adopting the latest fashions of thought, at 
that time the ‘Enlightenment’, and re-educating himself, did he escape con- 
demnation. This mechanism continues to work in feminism today: the man 
and the masculine are condemned, defamed as oppressive, evil, stupid and so 
on. Only by adopting the latest doctrine of salvation, now called feminism, 
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does he escape categorical condemnation. In contrast, the innate distortion of 
perception leads to the fact that early on, women were staged as figures of 
light, and the opposite qualities were attributed to them, which were held up 
as an example to men. Kucklick has worked this out and proved it in his 
work “The Immoral Sex” from the texts of occidental philosophy. 


But until now, this was a self-denigration of men that had a similar mea- 
ning as black propaganda in a war. In the First World War, Germans were un- 
justly denigrated as “rapists” and “brutal Huns” in order to make otherwise 
peaceful men of their own country ready to shoot German men to death in 
war without remorse. Similarly, the self-denigration of men, as it became en- 
demic especially since the philosophy of the ‘Enlightenment’, had the task of 
breaking down any resistance to the new philosophy and worldview, because 
only those who allowed themselves to be converted were at least partially ex- 
empt from the denigration. 


This denigration of men, while building up women as figures of light, 
took on a new quality when women took over the roles of men, so that a self- 
denigration became a sex war. Feminism thus did not invent the core of the 
error anew, but took it over from men, but radicalised it, underpinned it with 
female emotions, anger and indignation, resulting in an extremely harmful 
concoction. 


Men had also already developed the mental tools to blacken the human 
universal that both sexes complement each other in the division of tasks. The 
‘light-bringers’ of the ‘Enlightenment’ had no idea about evolution, sexual 
selection, unconsciously handed down culture and an innately skewed per- 
ception, which is why they fell for the latter. But there were counterforces 
because people instinctively seek to heal damage to culture, just as new lan- 
guages develop of their own accord when the old one falls away. 


But then something even worse happened. For families, children and 
men and women who have sexual and social relations with each other, cultu- 
ral complementarity of the sexes is most important. These usually feel what 
is good for them and what is not, as long as there is no radical ideology that 
makes their brains so gummy that they no longer listen to or bend their inner 
voice. However, there is one group that has little to do with this universal hu- 
man basis, because under natural circumstances they do not produce or raise 
children and do not need good and close relationships with the other sex: 
Persons with same-sex or non-heterosexual predispositions. For these, a cer- 
tain tendency towards both role confusion and a lack of understanding of this 
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basic trait of human society is logically plausible. This is also one of the 
main reasons why the broad majority normally opposes such views - unless 
extremist ideologies turn everything upside down. 


It began centuries ago. We know from the first “important proto-femi- 
nist” Wollstonecraft that she was at least bisexually inclined, describing 
strong lesbian-erotic motifs in her writings. For two reasons, this does not 
seem a coincidence. First, it applies to a large number of the founders of fe- 
minist ideology, as we shall see. 


Then it is obvious that a lesbian or bisexual woman cannot understand 
the meaning and significance of a specific exchange between the sexes. The 
exchange of gifts easily triggers envy in the lesbian woman: She wants to ha- 
ve the man's gift for herself, without a diversion via the man in whom she is 
not interested sexually or emotionally. Rather, she competes with the man to 
win women for herself with the man's former means. The principle was alrea- 
dy described in the literary cycle “The Female Power of Choice” from the 
1980s, which was not published despite a publishing contract, where a femi- 
nist from the 1970s is quoted: “In the past, the ‘evil chauvinists’ had sports 
cars and ‘picked up women with them’. Today I have a sports car myself and 
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‘pick up women’. 


It is therefore understandable that a lesbian woman sees no benefit in 
the necessity of exchange, no important connection of the sexes in which fee- 
lings for the other sex mature, from an egoistical I-will to sympathy and em- 
pathy, but an ‘oppression’ by ‘roles’. She is outraged because she perceives 
as “forbidden” for her to do what men must do, and smells an evil, ill-mea- 
ning ‘patriarchy’ in this, because she has no loving feelings, sexual and emo- 
tional affection for men anyway, and is therefore more easily inclined to ac- 
cuse them of evil. In this way, it not only breaks down the mutuality of the 
sexes, the maturing of sympathy and genuine feelings between the sexes, but 
also deprives men of the necessary counterweight to female dominance 
through sexual selection; indeed, men tend to be made superfluous when 
their specific tasks are taken away from them. Superfluousness, however, is 
structurally the worst thing that can be done to groups of people. 


These are facts of life that feminist and Western patterns of interpretati- 
on completely misperceive in categories such as “equality”, “free choice for 
women” (but in reality no choice and “equality” for men) and “autonomy” 
(which excludes men and makes them superfluous). 


222 


In Western civilisation, too, such misunderstanding of interpreting a mu- 
tual gift not as a gift of reliable affection, but as a prohibition, was unfortuna- 
tely already inherent. The result of such misunderstanding is unbridled ego- 
ism: everyone wants everything for themselves; connections (relations) break 
down. 


Another misunderstanding we experience today is where advocacy of 
homosexuality has become a quasi-religious confession and demand for 
“tights”, whereby the fundamentals of life and the relationships between man 
and woman are completely forgotten and severely damaged. Here, too, the 
mutuality of the sexes is not recognised as a valuable good and gift, but is 
misinterpreted as a “prohibition”, is attacked and damaged. 


A human universal of all cultures for millions of years was therefore un- 
derstandable to heterosexuals as long as such culture was lived and functio- 
ned, but appeared to the lesbian woman as ‘disadvantage’ and ‘oppression’. 
Today this is no longer true because feminism has infected all women, then 
all men, the culture has collapsed, and is therefore no longer intuitively com- 
prehensible to heterosexuals either — as it no longer exists. Total loss. 


To please the feminists (or lesbians) has caused total damage to the vast 
majority of humanity. Nevertheless, everyone is upset about supposed ‘dis- 
crimination’ against homosexuals, lesbians and similar minorities, while in 
fact the livelihood of humanity is being destroyed in this way. 


So there are good reasons to see no coincidence in the accumulation of 
lesbian and bisexual inclination among the originators of feminism. We will 
also find similar opinions in feminist sources themselves. But still, it is advi- 
sed to be cautious on this subject. The only important thing is to heal the da- 
mage and restore a functional culture of sex complementarity, loving fee- 
lings, reliability and respect between the sexes. Playing the blame game 
would be detrimental; it is not about angering a group, but simply repairing 
the damage. Only when someone destroys culture or attacks it with ideology 
do such arguments make sense. 


Peter Zohrab, among others, names the connection: 
«Many of their foremost writers, beginning with Mary Wollstonecraft, 


have been practising lesbians or bisexuals, so this may explain the role-con- 
fusion.» (Peter Zohrab, Sex, Lies & Feminism) 
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As early as the 18th century, a Mrs Wollstonecraft could not come to 
terms with complementary roles of the sexes, the reciprocity on which cul- 
ture is based. As both feminists and non-feminists confirmed in studies, there 
was probably a reason for this: due to her partly lesbian, or bisexual inclinati- 
on, the sense of relationships between the sexes could not be palpable to her, 
which heterosexuals of her era were still able to do. 


The same applies to many later feminists. 


«The question that remains is that of chicken-and-egg: is Wollstonecraft 
transgendering an otherwise “indiscursible” proto-lesbianism, or is her 
partial lesbian biography the surface trace of a transgendered subjectivity? As 
an iconic figure for feminism, in either case, she represents female-embodied 
desire for equality, which sometimes inevitably collapses into a desire for 
masculinity and a repudiation of traditional feminine skills and techniques. 
[19] What is at stake in this analysis of the female-embodied subject claimed 
by feminism, lesbianism and — at least partially — by transgender / transsexu- 
alism.» (Mary F. Brewer, Exclusions in Feminist Thought: Challenging the 
Boundaries of Womanhood, about: Mary Wollstonecraft, 1759 — 1797) 


This feminist study also asserts a connection between sexual identity 
confusion, in its jargon “transgendered subjectivity”, the desire for sameness 
or masculinity, transsexuality and feminist thought, in Wollstonecraft and 
many modern feminists. 


«The boundaries between feminist and lesbian theory are ambiguous» 
(Mary F. Brewer, Exclusions in Feminist Thought: Challenging the Bounda- 
ries of Womanhood) 


The boundaries seem to be read into it more than they emerged from the 
facts. 


«When Wollstonecraft's biographic evidence of same-sex desire and re- 
lations is acknowledged by critics and feminist theorists, it tends to be con- 
tained within a narrative of adolescent role-play, an “experiment in female 
sexuality” ... 

The question of her lived experience of same-sex desire, and to what ex- 
tent she was acting out this desire in her own relations with women, as well 
as its (often displaced) circulation in her fictional and non-fictional wri- 
tings... 
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She describes these extraordinary women as “male spirits, confined by 
mistake in female frames”» (Mary F. Brewer, Exclusions in Feminist 
Thought: Challenging the Boundaries of Womanhood) 


With Mary Wollstonecraft, 1759 — 1797, we already find some things 
that should be familiar to us — in the description of feminist sources, mind 
you. “Self-identification in opposition to despised femininity” — later femi- 
nists also despise natural femininity. “Feminine embodiment of masculinity” 
both in social and general demands, and in transsexual or transgender sexua- 
lity. 


«Wollstonecrafts's desire for female-embodied masculinity (as the 
Sublime, as “history”, as philosophy. as lover to the feminized love object, 
as Self-identification in opposition to despised femininity) tends towards a 
transgendering of the writing subject, and in some instances, the positing of 
an imaginary body in discord with the writer's female-embodiment... Butler 
conceives of such a split between embodiment and self-identification as 
definitive of the transsexual condition, since: “Transsexuals often claim a 
radical discontinuity between sexual pleasures and bodily parts”» (Mary F. 
Brewer, Exclusions in Feminist Thought: Challenging the Boundaries of 
Womanhood) 


A radical break with human nature buries natural sexuality and identity 
along with all the culture based on it. This subjective and suffering state of 
mind has great explosive power and can make the entire civilisation, inclu- 
ding a broad majority, equally unhappy. 


Here we encounter a basic feature of all feminist waves: A small minori- 
ty suffering from a circumstance or problem rebels, transfers the inner cause 
of its suffering to society. This is then fought with the intention of curing 
their own suffering, partly by acting out their suffering, partly by adapting 
society to that which caused their suffering. In this way, their suffering is im- 
posed on everyone, spread throughout society and the world. The suffering of 
those feminists who lacked a strong father is made the lot of many or a broad 
majority. The suffering of role-confused feminists is imposed on all humani- 
ty. The suffering of not understanding human culture is made the norm and 
the fate of all. The suffering of homosexuals is combated by imposing this 
suffering on the broad heterosexual majority. It works similarly for many 
other, often artificially constructed or attracted groups. A small minority 
benefits itself by harming a broad majority. Sufferers in a false, arrogated 
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victim role spread their suffering across the world. They are like missionaries 
of their own misery, spreading their mental suffering instead of redemption 
and improvement of humanity, plunging the world into a new Middle Ages 
of intolerant mind dictatorship of their cultural revolution, much darker than 
the historical Middle Ages. Finally, all are unhappy; the bearer peoples of 
such aberrations die out within a few generations. 


«women's longing for affective contact with women manifests through 
radical parodies of masculine subjectivity, since this is the only subject 
position from which post-oedipal intimate contact between women can be re- 
established.» (Mary F. Brewer, ibid.) 


Without wanting to go into swollen theories, we note radical breaks, 
radical behaviour and massive identity problems as facts in the scene's self- 
representation. 


«We may trace in Wollstonecraft a radical displacement of a disinherited 
femininity into cultural forms denoting female-female desire and exchange 
through masculine identification: through transgendering of the subject. As 
“daughters” of Wollstonecraft's desire, we have some work to do on coming 
to terms with her.» (Mary F. Brewer, ibid.) 


Again, it becomes clear how a radical shift destroys cultural forms and 
identities that connect and include men and women. Instead, there is an 
attempt to build identities and cultural forms that connect women to women 
but radically exclude men. This is the structural truth of this ideology — even 
according to its own self-representation — as opposed to the propaganda that 
was based on partial equality of the factually unequal, namely equality when 
it benefits feminists, or privilege, or sole absolute dominance and choice — 
das in reproduction and sexuality — when it is advantageous to feminists. 


Feminist sources from the formative period of today's feminist ideology 
attribute great importance to the influence of lesbian writings. 


«Her 1973 book, Lesbian Nation, was a bible for militant feminists ... 
lesbian separatist... 

her “radical” espousals have become part and parcel of today's 
rhetoric and laid the groundwork for other writers coming out in a 
mass-media context... 
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As a “lesbian chauvinist,” naturally, she asserts that “all women are les- 
bians except those who don't know it yet”»'™ 


Misogyny and lesbianism were, as with many other representatives of 
the feminist wave, also expressed by Ursula Linnhoff in the same breath: 


«Heterosexuality would be the interpersonal event in which, according 
to Ursula Linnhoff, ‘all women are oppressed by all men’.» (Quote found by 
Otmar Riimmer, Lesbian Feminism, p. 46) 


There is evidence of a tendency to convert not only ideologically but al- 
so sexually to lesbianism; some feminists became lesbians “out of convicti- 
on”; spreading sexual confusion was part of the programme; sexual exercises 
without men took place at universities at taxpayers' expense, as I have docu- 
mented in other books. 


«In order to illustrate gender loyality, some feminists who had previ- 
ously considered themselves heterosexual came to identify as Lesbian. Lil- 
lian Faderman quotes a radical feminist ‘who divorced her physician husband 
in 1974 to become a lesbian’ as describing lesbianism as ‘the only noble 
choice a committed feminist could make.’» (Elizabeth A. Armstrong, For- 
ging Gay Identities, p. 140) 


By the time the second feminist wave seized power, feminism and lesbi- 
an feminism were so conflated that some feminist sources could hardly tell 
the difference. 


«Lesbians also set about institution building Women-only spaces such as 
community centers, theater groups, music festivals and collectives of all kind 
emerged. The intellectual vitality of this project was reflected in a stream of 
lesbian feminist theorizing... The overlap between lesbian and feminist orga- 
nizations was such that it was often difficult to distinguish feminist orga- 
nizations open to heterosexual women from exclusively lesbian organi- 
zations.» (Elizabeth A. Armstrong, Forging Gay Identities, p. 141) 


The following source claims that central to the women's movement and 
cultural revolution was a primacy of women-correlating (lesbian) women, 
that women-centred women created a new consciousness that obviously 


104 (http://www.amazon.com/Admission-Accomplished-Lesbian-Nation-1970-75/ 
dp/product-description/1852424508) 
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completely neglects, makes superfluous, excludes the man, and explicitly 
wants to erase any reciprocity and gift between the sexes and replace it with 
something that only takes place between women. At that time, the last rem- 
nant of a universal culture, millions of years old, which connects man and 
woman, relates them, creates feelings and reliability between man and 
woman, obviously perished. These are important damages that are complete- 
ly overlooked by contemporaries. 


«Notably, “The Woman Identified Woman” argued that the issue of 
lesbianism is essential to women's liberation. “It is the primacy of women 
relating to women, of women creating a new consciousness of and with each 
other, which is at the heart of women's liberation and the basis for cultural 
revolution.”»'” (The Woman Identified Woman, 236) 


Not only has ideological conversion to feminism become the state's rai- 
son d'étre, being carried out on us and our children with our tax money, but 
conversion to lesbianism has also taken place in university settings, with the 
media soon jumping on board, so that today a variety of influences are work - 
ing in this direction. 


«Therefore, in the 1980s, events were offered within the framework of 
the Berlin Summer Universities, where women were to be introduced to les- 
bianism under the umbrella of science.» (Otmar Rimmer, Lesbian Feminism, 
p. 49) 


Cultural relations in an exchange between the sexes are the basis of cul- 
ture and a universal of our species that prevents serious conflicts between the 
sexes. Their destruction was a prerequisite for the rampage of feminist ideol- 
ogy and anti-male utopias. Besides mental short-circuits, lesbian theory and 
re-polarisation were also tools of such destruction. 


«The ‘concept’ of the ‘Lesbian in Us’ is further developed in the contro- 
versial essay: ‘Compulsory Heterosexuality and Lesbian Existence’ was 
written in part ‘to encourage heterosexual feminists to examine heterosexua- 
lity as a political institution which disempowers women’ (BBP:23).» (Adri- 
enne Rich, Passion, Politics and the Body) 


The gender agenda also focuses on transgender people and the dissoluti- 
on of two sexes, starting with the upbringing of children. Instead of raising 


105 http://sitemaker.umich.edu/lesbian.history/lesbian_ feminism 
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people who are able to love, empathise, share, feel a lack, need, unhappiness, 
lack of recognition, loneliness in the other sex — for women that means in 
men -, to feel and reliably do something for them, in our feminist era chil- 
dren grow up to be the radical opposite, to lack of understanding, hostility, 
lack of relation of the sexes. Even as far as sexuality, gender agendas are 
being looked for, a “lesbian in us” is being sought instead of love for the man 
— not just a man who is needed at the moment, but for the man as such, even 
the man that no woman needs at the moment, the packhorse of evolution. 


«I'm born a women, I've got all the bits and pieces and the operations 
and the contraceptive history and the rest of it to prove it. But I don't know if 
I actually am a woman. what is “being a woman’? Am I being a woman 
now? how would you? I might as well say that I'm convinced I'm a cocker 
spaniel, I just was accidentally born a human.»'”° (Germaine Greer, in: Glo- 
bal Sisterhood Network) 


In Germany, a simi- 
[A »plar ridiculous killer argu- 
Ssmmment of the 1970s was 
“You are not born a wo- 
man, you are made one”, 
hich tragically shattered 
he basis of millions of 
ears of culture, crippling 
Iman and society. 


aquUUeal 
piesshtly understood | is nothing 
other than a malignant result of 
circus training, forced hypnosis 
and annihilation of the women's 
selves. The parasites’ very survival 
depends on our thoroughly being 
duped. 


This attitude was lin- 
ed to a strong hatred of 
men and masculinity, ulti- 
mately hatred of all natu- 
ral human beings, whe- 
her men or women. Such 
hatred is still evident to- 
day in the third and fourth 
aves: 
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stood is nothing other than a malignant result of circus training, forced hyp- 
nosis and annihilation of the women's selves. The parasites’ very survival 
depends on our thorughly being duped.» (24 Oct 2013) 


Who is denigrated as a “parasite”, you can think for yourselves. They are 
also slandered as alleged “oppressors”; and even mere survival is looked 
down upon — because the oppressed are dehumanised as “parasites”. 


«Gunnvor Valkyrie: “The are groomed into it, And NO WOMAN IS 
HETEROSEXUAL.”» (27 Dec 2013) 


«Fanatical Swedish Feminists 

By Stanley Kurtz February 22, 2006 1:26 PM 

The stuff about chopping men to bits might have been a bit much. ... 

A few months before Schyman bolted the Left party to form the Femi- 
nist Initiative, she had stirred up controversy by proposing a “man tax:” a 
tax leveled only on men... 

Sweden's feminists also hoped to promote androgyny through gender 
quotas for day care workers, and through attempts to suppress the gender- 
specific behavior of boys and girls in day care. ... As a result of feminist 
threats, for example, the Miss Sweden pageant was canceled ... Lundgren 
went on to assert that a network of male Satanist groups had carried out hun- 
dreds of ritual baby murders in Sweden. (A formal inquiry by Uppsala Uni- 
versity has since discredited both claims.) [Another parallel to anti-Semitic 
propaganda. |... 


Under Von Wachenfeldt, the government's women's shelter network 
had printed excerpts from the “SCUM Manifesto” (Society for Cutting 
Up Men), penned by a radical feminist in the late 1960s. The SCUM Mani- 
festo urges women to “destroy the male sex” by using modern science to in- 
sure that only female children are born. SCUM goes on to say: “To call a 
man an animal is to flatter him: he's a machine, a walking dildo.” Asked by 
the film-maker if she agreed, Von Wachenfeldt said, “Yes, man is an ani- 
mal. Don't you think so?” ... 

After all, the “man tax” would fund a shelter system run by a woman 
who appeared to despise men. ... rapturous applause for a song that went, 
“F***ing man, we're going to chop you to bits.” 

Abolishing Marriage 
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FI's victorious radical faction was led by Tiina Rosenberg, a feminist 
professor who made a badge of her lesbianism. Rosenberg raised public 
hackles for reportedly calling women who sleep with men “traitors to 
their gender.” ... 

Many Swedes remain willing to support radical feminist reforms»! 
(nationalreview) 


EEMINIST Sete THIS IS WHAT A 


eh FEMINIST LOOKS 
LIKE 
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“WOMEN WHO HA- 
VE SEX WITH MEN 
ARE GENDER TRAI- 
TORS”» (Tiina Rosen- 


"WOMEN WHO HAVE SEX WITH MEN ARE Rua 
GENDER TRAITORS” THNAROSENBURG [ieieeeanen 


bees fl” 


«Laura Levites: ,, want to rip out the uterus of that pro life Cunt Cathy 
McMorris Rodgers and eat it, so I can see the surprised look on her frigid 
face.”’» (29 Jan 2014) 


Laura Levites W Follow 
@LauraLevites 


I want to rip out the uterus of that pro life Cunt Cathy 
McMorris Rodgers and eat it, so I can see the surprised 


look on her frigid face. 
4:11 AM-29 Jan 2014 
29 RETWEETS 16 FAVORITES * Tl ¥ 


107 https://www.nationalreview.com/2006/02/fanatical-swedish-feminists- 
stanley-kurtz/ 
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Sadistic hatred from feminists also hits women who are against abortion. 
By the way, feminist hate speech is not deleted from Twitter, Facebook and 
similar established social networks, instead those who criticise such hate. 
Jan Deichmohle's profile was permanently blocked after criticism of cen- 
sorship on Twitter. The “Law against Hate” actually serves to protect the 
hatred of power-holding circles from criticism, just as the “Law for the Re- 
storation of the Professional Civil Service” actually meant to discriminate 
against groups that were being attacked at the time. The feminist rulers 
twist language at least as imaginatively as the National Socialists. What ap- 
plies to feminists also applied to them: “protective custody” did not protect, 
but was deadly. “SS or SchutzStaffel” (i.e. “Protection Squadron”) did not 
protect, but killed. Feminist terms are just as twisted. 


«Heterosexuality can be cured» (see below) 
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HETEROSEXUALITY 
CAN BE CURED 


be het - but I don't think those positives make up for the 


negatives. 
23 hours ago * Edited - 53 
RoakL- Heterosexuaility is the root of 


patriarchy. Therefore, you cannot have one and not 


~ the other. 
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23 hours ago *s31 


Ginny you think that in being sexually active 
with men in pre-patriarchy, women caused patriarchy 
to occur? 

23 hours ago +632 

RoakL Yeah, that's exactly what I said. 

23 hours ago * 63 1 


Roak L We are a different species. It is 
beastiality to mate with men. 

23 hours ago 
Ginny ~ 
oa 

23 hours ago «1 
Roak L 


But we know we are the same species 


No, men are a mutation and itis 


. biologically and semantically correct to say that. 


23 hours ago 

Roak L 

http: //rrustyourperceptions. wordpress.com/.../ @ 
23 hours ago 


RoakL~ ~ = This has a video from a male 
genetidst about the topic: 
http://www. hhmi.org/biointeractive/evolution-y- 


«WARNING 
HETEROSEXUALITY 
CAN BE CURED ... 


Roak L: “Heterosexuality 
is the root of patriarchy. 
Therefore, you cannot 
have one and not the 
other.” 


Ginny: “you think that in 
being sexually active 
with men in pre-patriar- 
chy, women caused patri- 
archy to occur?” 


Roak L: “Yeah, that's 
exactly what I said.” 
Roak L. “We are a 


different species. It is 
bestiality to mate with 


” 


men. 


Roak L. “No, men are a 
mutation and it is biolo- 
gically and semantically 
correct to say that.”’» 


«PIV [Penis In Vagina] is always dangerous. There is no reason to talk 
about enjoying sex as a positive experience.» (Angela Lee) 
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™ Angela Lee You are using straws and smoke screens to 
avy avoid our point. I don't see where anyone said sex is awful. 
There is no middle ground. Sex and consent is in fact black 
and white, there is no conceding or redefining of this basic 
fact. No one should have access to teach young boys and girls 
that there is even such a concept as sex positive sex 
education.Education is to teach boys not to rape and teach 
girls to report sexual assault. But we have been teaching boys 
this message for thousands of years. Boys need to be held 
accountable. I am not saying you are a bad teacher or a bad 
person. I am just expressing the follies of using our bias and 
personal preferences in educating young girls and boys. Every 
single female is sexually assaulted in her lifetime 1 in 3 males 
will rape a female. Under that frame, education must be as 
clear as possible. No personal references to positive or loving 
sex. Sex by the way almost always refers to PIV. PIV is always 
dangerous. There is no reason to talk about enjoying sex as a 
positive experience. 


3 hours ago * Like 


Worlds without men have often been described. Radical lesbians led a 
‘men-free’ life; there is even a ‘men-free’ cemetery. Note the cynical term 
‘men-free’. (see “Culture and The Sexes”’) 


«More than 50 Per Cent Lesbian 

Jan Deichmohle 20. Apr. 2000 

http://www. fact.on.ca/news/news0003/es000321.htm 

NAC's secret is out 

Half are lesbians, women's group admits 

Edmonton Sun March 21, 2000 

OTTAWA -— The National Action Committee on the Status of Women 
has finally come out of the closet about who its membership is — at least half 
are lesbian. 

An e-mail obtained by The Sun and confirmed by a NAC official said 
the lobby group speaks for 740 groups representing three million women and 
“at least 50%” are lesbian. » (egroup stop_feminazis) 
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Similar estimates come from feminist circles that reported comparable 
findings over decades. Indications are already found in early pre- or proto-fe- 
minist founders and earlier feminist waves. Among leading feminists, lesbia- 
nism was often a driving force. 


«The feminist call for boycotting heterosexuality can be interpreted as 
such an intention.» (Marion Rave, ... The Man as Bogeyman in Feminist Li- 
terature, 1991, p. 37) 


Catherine Deveny @ 
@CatherineDeveny 


| regard heterosexual marriage as a much more 
important feminist issue and bigger oppressor of 
women than the burka. 


10:02 vorm. - 16. Sep. 2014 - Twitter Web Client 


157 Retweets 2Zitierte Tweets 73 ,Gefallt mir“-Angaben 


«I regard heterosexual marriage as a much more important feminist issue 
and bigger oppressor of women than the burka» (Catherine Deveny 2014) 


«We were the ones that said that all women can be lesbians .... 

Political lesbians were the ones that said to women: “you can be les- 
bians, you can be non monogamous, you can have loads of sex, with loads of 
women” ... 

How do we dismantle gender? 

We have to get rid of it. There is no point looking at reforming it. It 
would be like saying we could reform the Tory party. We just need to abolish 
and obliterate it. ... 

Will heterosexuality survive women's liberation? 

It won't, not unless men get their act together, have their power taken 
from them and behave themselves. I mean, I would actually put them all in 
some kind of camp ... they wouldn't be able to fight — we would have war- 
dens, of course! ... 

I hope heterosexuality doesn't survive, actually. ... 
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I would love to see a women's liberation that results in women turning 
away from men...»'° (radfemcollective, Interview with Julie Bindel, 2015) 


Some lesbians claim that all women can become lesbians and apparently 
call for an end to heterosexuality. This is the real problem, while “politically 
correct” Zeitgeist demands everyone to represent the “rights of homosexu- 
als”, which benefits such radicals. Without realising it, “politically correct” 
support such agenda: 


«Radical Feminist Proclaims: End Heterosexuality! (THE SAAD 
TRUTH_73) ... 

Julie Bindel’s interview with radfem collective: http://bit.ly/1XX- 
LF54»'® 


Similar driving forces are probably found in all generations and waves 
of feminism: 


«The original version, put forward by her in 1970 in a speech on “Les- 
bianism and Feminism” ... was “Feminism is a theory; lesbianism is a practi- 
ce.” In 1971, Anne Koedt also published a contribution in an anthology entit- 
led “Notes from the Third Year”... Here it now says: “Feminism is the theo- 
ry; lesbianism is the practice.” So there is still a difference emphasised bet- 
ween feminists and lesbians, the latter have not yet established themselves as 
the vanguard of the feminist movement.... 


[This is the view of the feminist author. Although the slogans very clear- 
ly link the two closely, the feminist author wants to emphasise lesbianism 
even more. Some feminists will deny the connection. It is worth noting that 
many central ideas of feminism were formed by radical and lesbian feminists. 
Once they emerged, they were rapidly disseminated, widely over-represented 
in the media, became fashionable and deliberately imposed and manipulated 
- internationally, in education and many areas of public life. | 


In 1974 at the Lesbian Pentecostal meeting in Berlin, the phrase served 
as the motto of the meeting in the following version: “Feminism the theory, 
lesbianism the practice”? ... However, this was soon to change ... Lesbianism 
as a revolutionary practice of the also young feminism was born: “There will 
be no real political revolution until all women are lesbians.” was then said 


108 http://www.radfemcollective.org/news/2015/9/7/an-interview-with-julie-bindel 
109 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WR4DZv-_hnU&feature=youtu.be 
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only a few months later in a Spiegel article (2.9.1974) on lesbians.» (Sabine 
Hark, “From Subject to Subjectivity, Feminism and the Dispersion of the 
Subject”, 1992, p. 13) 


If the link between feminism and lesbianism in the above quotes may be 
exaggerated, it is radical feminists themselves who have committed any ex- 
aggeration. 


«You can learn from us” ... 

Sources and themes of lesbian ethics ... 

The place where women strive morally and religiously ... is friendship. 
This term does not only and exclusively encompass the relationship with 
the ...danger, but rather also means the lesbian community ... replace the fa- 
mily as the primary reference group.» (Brood of vipers 34 / 1991, p. 16, pa- 
nel event at the church convention, 8.6.1991) 


Even churches promote feminism. Some churches promote radical femi- 
nism. 


The well-known critic of feminism Esther Vilar wrote in the 1970s: 


«In fact, however, the majority of prominent women's rights activists 
have professed lesbianism, while others are renowned for at least sporadic 
experiences» (Esther Vilar, The End of Dressage, 1977, dtv anthology, p. 
388) 


«Barbara A. argues that the solution to the puzzle of the hoopla ... lies in 
the fact that the leading leaders of the “National Organisation of Women, the 
most important organisation of American feminists in the USA, are lesbians, 
according to their own just published confession.”» (David Thomas, Men 
Also Want to Walk Upright, p. 275, 1993) 


Decades ago, the following figures were quoted from the women's 
movement itself: 80 per cent lesbians in the inner circle, 30 per cent in the 
outer circle. (~1970) 


«Many lesbians work in women's committees and do feminist politics.» 
(Breakthrough to a feminist education, p. 158) 
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The following is noteworthy because Simone de Beauvoir and her rela- 
tionship with Sartre contributed significantly to the emergence and recogniti- 
on of the second wave of feminism. 


«For Bianca soon discovered “that Beauvoir was grazing her girls’ 
classes for fresh meat, which she tasted before passing it on” ... The sexual 
phase of their relationship had passed quickly; Sartre, Simone confessed to 
the young Bianca, had been “the ugliest and dirtiest” of her admirers» (Spie- 
gel 32 / 1993, p. 140) 


This explains Simone de Beauvoir's fundamental misunderstanding of 
the dual sex system given by biology, cultural complementarity, and misin- 
terpretations. For she quoted from centuries-old writings very rare individual 
cases at that time, where girls grew up like boys and then later tried to court 
other girls, i.e. reacted lesbian instead of turning to boys. Instead of noticing 
from the result that a mistake had been made, she took it as proof that women 
had to “free themselves” from such “roles”. Her sexual predisposition ex- 
plains such an emotional fallacy, but not the faulty logic — for it does not fol- 
low from a rare case that ends badly that it must be made an example for all, 
just because it is not impossible to make that mistake. Now, today, when this 
process has progressed very far and radically, a majority of girls may still be 
heterosexual, but this history should give us food for thought: We are all 
being confused and deceived in essential matters of life. 


In a relationship with a man and macho, Simone de Beauvoir contradic- 
ted principles of her own making. 


«She was the, occasionally poisonous, spearhead of feminism.... 

In his arms she felt ‘totally as a woman’: the feminist Simone de 
Beauvoir with the macho Nelson Algren.... With Algren, on the other hand, 
she felt “a woman in the arms of a man, and really and totally a woman” ... 
“Beloved crocodile” she calls him, herself “drunken frog” and wishes to be 
eaten by him: “It must be pleasantly warm and comfortable for a frog to 
just lie there in her crocodile stomach.” On the other hand, “I believe in 
you as I believed in the good Lord when I was a little girl.” Faithful she 
wants to be “like a model and conventional wife.” Also “kind and well- 
behaved”, mopping the floor and cooking dinner and, of course, “I will 
make love to you ten times at night and as many times during the day.”.... 

Meanwhile, she is writing the old testament of feminism, her book 
“The Other Sex”, the “Century Analysis for the Naming and Liberation of 
Women” (Alice Schwarzer) 
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... Nevertheless, she never suffered, she tells the Yankee, from being 
a woman.... Beauvoir shamelessly exploited him and his letters in her 
letters and diaries; for example in the “Mandarins of Paris”, where he 
appears as “Lewis”, with “brutal hands”... 

One day before his death, Algren had spoken the last word about 
Beauvoir: “... everywhere the women have closed the doors of the rooms. 
Only this one opened the door wide.” And: “She must have been terribly 
lacking in inspiration.”» (Spiegel 27 / 1997, p. 195) 


Simone de Beauvoir took advantage of her acquaintance with the then 
famous philosopher Sartre, whose existentialism was all the rage in leftist 
circles at the time but never produced any solid or lasting results in science, 
to get her insubstantial manuscript “The Other Sex” published, which is 
considered the starting shot of the second wave of feminism. 


Simone de Beauvoir's behaviour is not an isolated case, but a typical 
behavioural pattern of feminists who denigrated lovers, husbands, family, 
just as they denigrated the male sex in their theories and writings, thereby 
turning the facts into their opposite. Betty Friedan, whose book “The 
Feminine Mystique” was considered the starting shot of the second feminist 
wave in the USA, behaved similarly and even more blatantly. She accused 
her former husband Carl Friedan of domestic violence, but it turned out that 
she herself was the violent one. An author who interviewed many of her 
acquaintances for a biography of Betty Friedan received identical answers 
from all of them. Her conclusion: Betty Friedan was a monster that everyone 
was afraid of. However, no one went public with it. In our era, such a strong 
feminist prejudice is generally widespread that everyone, even her husband 
who was threatened and attacked with kitchen knives and mirror shards, did 
not want to be an obstacle to her — they admired her feminism. So messed up 
were men even then, which explains the historical aberration. When even 
men support feminism like this despite bad experiences, acting reasonably is 
unthinkable. 


«I have the honour of drawing your attention to the following facts, 
lodging a complaint against Mlle de Beauvoir, professor of philosophy at 
the school Camille Sée, currently living at Hotel Mistral, 24 rue Cels, Paris 
X1Ve, for having abused, in her capacity as teacher, my minor daughter: 
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Sorokine, Nathalie, born on 18 May 1921 in Constantinople, and for having 
committed the offence of inciting a minor to debauchery»'"’ (rtbf) 


According to the then reputable magazine “Spiegel”, Simone de Beau- 
voir, as a school teacher, “grazed her classes of girls for fresh meat”, i.e. she 
systematically seduced young girls whom she quickly tired of, whereupon 
she dumped them on Sartre, who therefore did not need to “pick them up”. 
The sexual phase of their relationship passed quickly; after that, it was 
apparently only a useful acquaintance — for her, Sartre's fame was a jump- 
start, he received her already tasted fresh meat. 


«In 1977, like about sixty other intellectuals, de Beauvoir also signed an 
appeal for the decriminalisation of paedophilia.»''' (Wikipedia) 


By today's standards, Simone der Beauvoir's behaviour was criminal, 
especially by feminist standards. Feminism has always practised radical 
double standards: Simone de Beauvoir accused the beatniks of their “pick- 
up” behaviour. She was particularly incensed that the beatniks treated women 
at pick-up in the same way as homosexual men treated other men at pick-up. 
Women are used to privileged treatment, which is why treating women like 
men always triggers angry feminist protests, despite the usual equality 
phrases. But she herself practised pick-up as a school teacher among her sex 
pupils. Feminists use difference and roles wherever they are useful to them, 
but they forbid them to men and non-feminist women. Feminists want to take 
what was once masculine away from women, and if they are feminist les- 
bians, they want to take girls away from men. Esther Vilar wrote something 
similar. 


The seduction of girls by a teacher would be particularly serious accor- 
ding to feminist standards because she abuses her position of power. On top 
of that, the girl was also a minor according to the law in force at the time. 


Feminists have always practised radical double standards. When 
women, especially feminists, do it, it is celebrated as ‘liberation’, as a ‘self- 
evident women's right’. If a man does something similar, he is considered a 
criminal of a ‘typical patriarchy’. 


110. https://www.rtbf.be/article/simone-de-beauvoir-et-les-femmes-une-double-vie- 
9146262?id=9 146262 
111 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Simone_de_Beauvoir 
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This double standard is still understandable at present. But what con- 
temporaries cannot understand at all, because they never experienced or even 
learned a functioning culture in their lives, so that they lack any sense of it, is 
the homosexual, lesbian component. After all, the girl is not only sexually 
seduced. Regardless of how stressful this may or may not be for a girl, she is 
at least partially sexually re-oriented in the process. One of the aims of 
lesbian feminism is to sexually re-orientate women so that they no longer 
sleep with men. Also in the then famous Vagina Monologues, which were 
performed and acclaimed at universities in the 1990s at taxpayers' expense, 
an underage girl was first got drunk by a woman and then sexually seduced 
and thus homoerotically and self-erotically re-oriented. In the original ver- 
sion, the girl then praised the “good rape” and that in the future she would 
“no longer need men”. So it is not a fantasy on my part, but a fact that there 
is such damage, which is much more consequential on a social level than the 
possible suffering of individuals because of the incident. Because here, sex 
relations are systematically disturbed, broken, poisoned. Men and girls be- 
come alienated. Decades of homosexual propaganda, which is a punishable 
offence in Russia but is part of ‘do-gooderism’ here, have rendered contem- 
poraries incapable of sensing the simplest, fundamental connections. 


The cultural complementarity of the sexes requires heterosexual love in 
order to develop strength and a healing effect. That is why feminists hated 
and fought this human cultural universal that connected both sexes, on the 
one hand by systematically antagonising and denying ‘sex roles’, on the 
other hand by confusing and re-polarising them away from heterosexuality. 
In this way, they gained power by destroying the capacity for empathy for 
and sympathy with the male sex, which cannot develop without a culture of 
sex complementation. 


A co-founder of today's #metoo movement was noticed for having 
sexually abused an underage man even according to her own #metoo 
standards. So she behaved like Simone de Beauvoir, who, together with her 
feminist, most of the time rather platonic friend Sartre, form a role model for 
female and male feminists of later waves. Since then, the hostility towards 
men has increased enormously and become much more systematic. The 
#metoo movement has poisoned sex relations, spreading fear of approaching 
or contacting women. Even feminist-minded companies now fear severe 
damage with high costs due to such #metoo excesses and lawsuits if they hire 
women and then become victims of lawsuits. 
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Double standards, denigrating in the personal sphere, as has been done 
politically, and twisting the facts into the opposite — this is what we find as a 
typical pattern among leading feminists, and Sartre-Beauvoir is suitable as a 
role model. 


Betty Friedan's book “The Feminine Mystique” was considered the star- 
ting shot of second-wave feminism in the USA. Just as Simone de Beauvoir 
loved her lover, who was a macho man on the side, with whom she was 
happy to be able to be all woman, as she herself wrote, to whom she wanted 
to mop the floor like a real housewife, with whom she wanted to have sex all 
the time, and by whom she wanted to be eaten like a frog (frog's legs are a 
speciality in France) shamelessly used in her book “The Mandarins of Paris” 
along with his letters, falsely portraying him as “with brutal hands”, Betty 
Friedan also twisted, only even more radically. She attacked her husband 
with kitchen knives and broken mirrors, was also feared by all her acquain - 
tances, yet staged herself as a victim and her husband as the perpetrator. 


«I am incensed about misleading allegations of spousal abuse made by 
my ex-wife, Betty Friedan. They are all delusions ... 

About six years ago I was interviewed by a writer working on a 
biography of Betty Friedan. In the course of our talk she said, “Everywhere 
I went I've heard one description of Betty over and over — a monster!” 
Betty being monstrous in the pursuit of her goals doesn't bother me at all. 
She changed the course of history almost singlehandedly ... 

LIVING WITH INSANITY - June 1, 2000 — This new chapter detai- 
ling Betty's lunacy tells it the way we were... It presents a graphic account 
of life with Betty Friedan and the origins of the violence that occurred — 
dwith detailed descriptions of some hard-to-believe scenes. 

I've been divorced from her for thirty years and still she haunts me and 
disrupts my life. I must have committed some heinous crimes in a previous 
life to be cursed so. But as the old master said, “Hell has no fury like a 
woman scorned.” Even thirty years later? 

Living With Insanity ... 

But I have no intention of going to my reward labelled a wife beater, a 
patently insane accusation made by my ex-wife in her book, “Life So Far”. 
As you will see, the very charges are part and parcel of a streak of 
lunacy that permeates her personality and which came forth full 
strength in episodes of uncontrollable hysteria and physical violence 
during our marriage. ... 

When I use the word “insanity” here, I mean real insanity. This should 
not come as any surprise to people who have had any closeness to her. 
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In the mid-sixties one pyschiatrist of hers, Dr. Dalmau, prescribed 
the drug Thorazine which she took for a week or two until she discovered it 
was widely used at that time to subdue hysterical mental patients. She 
stopped taking it, insulted that a doctor would consider her nuts. 

Early on here on this website you were exposed to one unsettling 
incident — the one with the kitchen knives. Similar episodes happened a 
number of times before — her coming at me with knives. I considered that 
small time compared to the episodes you are about to hear. The day before 
we separated for good she slammed shut a bedroom bureau drawer with such 
force a huge mirror attached to it shattered. 

Chards of glass were everywhere. In her fury and panic at the prospect 
of being abandoned she'd take huge pieces of sharp jagged mirror glass 
and come at me threateningly. For the first time I seriously believed she 
could actually kill me. That was some night. I slept with one eye open until 
the next day when I escaped forever (so I thought). 

There are enough witnesses to the kind of behavior I describe and also 
witnesses to her raging fits and near-raging fits to make all this credible even 
to her most loyal followers. There were often eye-witnesses to the kind of 
episodes related here but mostly not, because they occurred behind the four 
walls.»''? (Carl Friedan) 


Because our society was already thinking feminist in the 1960s, no one 
would have brought this out into the open had Carl Friedan not been so 
incensed by the false accusations in Betty's “Life So Far” that he broke his 
silence, even though he continued to admire and support Betty Friedan's 
feminism. Likewise behaved the family of the psychotic founding feminist 
Kate Millet terrorising her environment, as I documented in “Settling the 
Score with Feminism”. They only went public when they themselves were 
falsely accused by the powerful, mentally ill founding feminist. From such 
cases, which are not isolated, it can be concluded that there may have been 
many other similar cases that did not gain publicity because the family kept 
quiet, did not suffer any false accusation, and therefore did not go public 
with their knowledge.So humanity and historians of the future will never 
know the whole truth because those who knew died long ago and took their 
knowledge with them to the grave where it crumbled into dust. My books 
are intended to save at least the small part of the knowledge that I was able to 
track down with modest means into a hopefully more reasonable future. 


«The Adman Mystique, by Ann-Christine Diaz 


112 http://web.archive.org/web/2001040509054 1 /http://carlfriedan.com/main.html 
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His efforts have made some impact. In a Good Morning America inter- 
view, Betty Friedan played down the claims, saying that “I almost wish I 
hadn't even written about it because it's been sensationalized out of context.” 
In his June 5th Washington Post column, “Abuse Reports that Smack of 
Unfairness,” media critic Howard Kurtz writes, “Perhaps there would have 
been less sensationalizing if more journalists had bothered to call her ex- 
husband.” ... 

“T'm mad at her. She's a psycho. That's what made her so effective. 
People were terrified of her.” ... “She's full of crap,” retorts Carl. “This 
book with its charges of abuse just came out.”»'' (Ann-Christine Diaz) 


The media and Betty Friedan quickly rowed back when Carl Friedan 
rejected Betty's false accusation and referred to her aggressiveness, which 
was well known in her environment. What is of particular concern, however, 
is that according to his observation, Betty Friedan was so successful or 
effective precisely because of her psychotic drive. This is also true of other 
founding feminists, as well as dictators from Adolf Hitler to Josef Stalin. One 
had schizophrenic episodes that her enthusiastic supporters looked past. (See 
my book “Settling The Score with Feminism’) Our collective skewed per- 
ception not only created the feminist waves, but provided them with a 
sympathetic media and an audience that allowed itself to be seduced and 
even overlooked blatant contradictions, double standards and psychotic 
drives to condemn criticism of the pseudo-religious and sectarian doctrine 
along with its critics with equal bias. 


The inventor of women's shelters, Erin Pizzey, soon observed that 80% 
of the women gathering in women's shelters were violent themselves and 
men were at least as much in need of men's shelters, or even more — but she 
did not receive a penny donated for this, not even from rich men. This is how 
one-sided perception and helpfulness are. 


This is also reflected in the behaviour of many leading founding femi- 
nists who were themselves violent or bullied, terrified others or had psycho- 
tic features, which they attributed in transference to men, masculinity, society 
and an imaginary ‘patriarchy’, true to the feminist principle of twisting every 
fact into the opposite. The media, the public, even their suffering men or fa- 
milies stood by them, concealing the most blatant findings, lies and dis torti- 
ons until they themselves were blackened. Carl Friedan also admired and 
supported the feminism of his then wife Betty Friedan. It was only when he 


113 //web.archive.org/web/20010215112956fw_/http://www.carlfriedan.com/creativity.html 
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was accused by her of being a wife beater that he came forward with the 
truth, which was also confirmed by the biographer who had interviewed 
people around her who all said the same thing. Even then, he thought her 
political actions were right. The same applies to Kate Millet. 


To feminist envy of male contributions and status, painstakingly earned 
to be able to pass the discriminatory sexual selection of women on men, until 
the envious feminists took away the means necessary for men to do so, fits 
the proverb: “Eifersucht ist eine Leidenschaft, die mit Eifer sucht, was 
Leiden schafft.” 

A stale translation without the puns: 

“Jealousy is a passion that seeks with zeal what creates suffering.” 


Feminisms were not only based on hatred and misunderstanding, but 
also on problems that feminists, professed lesbians and lesbian feminists had 
with the natural world. With their ideology, they spread their problems 
massively; henceforth, the lives of broad majorities were affected by their 
ideology and hatred. A small, radical minority with problems had imposed 
them on the whole world. It is all the more maddening when problems 
deliberately created by a radical ideology and imposed on heterosexual men 
are now misused as an argument against critics. 


While there are strong indications that this is a plausible origin of 
feminist ideology, the author does not want to commit himself. Ultimately, it 
does not matter where an error comes from. It is more important to recognise 
that it is a mistake and to be able to stop it, to overcome it. Therefore, this 
matter is not worth committing oneself to, to run the risk of making a 
statement that may not be completely correct. Therefore, the strong 
indications are elaborated in this chapter, but without taking a firm position. 
The crucial thing is to overcome feminist ideology and consequential damage 
completely, without a viral backlog that could cause a new bout of disease. 
Speculations about causes should not be our concern, let's leave it to 
posterity, who will be able to think about it from a greater distance, in the 
security of a culture that is functioning again. We have neither time nor 
energy for subordinate questions and unnecessary quarrels. 


The objective fact is that a small, radical minority, due to their own per- 
sonal problems, were dissatisfied with sex roles whose meaning did not quite 
make sense to them. The small, unhappy, radical minority always succeeded, 
in every feminist wave, in exploiting the cavalier instinct and the biologically 
innate preference for women, in anchoring their theses, as shrill and crazy as 
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they rightly seemed at first, in society as a basic principle. In this way, a 
small, suffering minority spread its suffering throughout society, for hence- 
forth all people, whether women or men, suffered from the elimination of 
culture and natural life that ideology had enforced. Of course, men suffered 
much more and more often because feminism is a mental war against man, a 
freely invented-implied ‘patriarchy’, and is based on strong resentment 
against masculinity and men. Disenfranchisement of men drastically affected 
their lives. 


Thus, one result of every feminist wave was that many men suffered re- 
al problems created by feminism because a small, radical minority had rebel- 
led against imaginary, imputed problems. 


It would have been accurate and better for humanity to reject that small, 
radical feminist minority, and educate them that they were personal problems 
that they wanted to make everyone's problems out of. But that is not what 
happened. The one-sided female privilege and male disadvantage deeply em- 
bedded in our civilisation and psyche made everything do exactly the wrong 
thing. 


The pinnacle of twisting is now when the real problems of many men, 
fathers, adolescent males, which are clearly objective consequences of femi- 
nist ideology, which arose from imagined problems of a radical, small, unfor- 
tunate minority, are dismissed as — personal problems of all the many actual 
victims. It couldn't be more crassly and meanly twisted, but that's exactly 
how our indoctrinated society reacts. 


Such distortion, not wanting to report on real problems created by femi- 
nism with massive decades of propaganda, targeted cultural revolution as 
well as state coercive means, deriding them as “personal problems with wo- 
men”, is shown by a publisher's rejection in the chapter “Feminist Censor- 
ship”, representative of a widespread ploy that is often used when factual ar- 
guments are simply better and cannot be refuted. Similar ploys have often 
been used in the FRG to try to put down inconvenient critics of feminism. 
Other popular defamations are baseless insinuations of Nazi references or 
“misogyny”. 
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Feminist Censorship 


Censorship is an important topic that is usually overlooked or fiercely de- 


nied. Much evidence of momentous suppression of opinion can be found in 
all volumes of this book series. 


«We forbid any course that says we restrict free speech!»'' (Dr. 
Kathleen Dixon, Director of Women's Studies, BGSU, from: Larry Elder, 
Campus Gulag) 


Representatives of the fourth power — the media and the press — are in 
the habit of indignantly claiming that there is no censorship because books 
are not banned by state order without reason; some even go so far as to dis- 
miss complaints about censorship as a "conspiracy theory", one of many me- 
thods of suppressing serious and proven facts by putting them in a corner 
with cranks, as of course there have been at all times and there are today. 


«mr-cappadocia: 

Pro Feminist Censorship is a Constant in our society. 

Tumblr, Cracked.Com, Kotaku. Wikipedia (<this one is actually *scary* 
in the degree of bias they can slide under the radar), and on and on it 


goes.»'!° 


Those who claim that there is no feminist censorship have never tried to 
get any information that is really critical of feminism published. Even the 
first volume “Culture and The Sexes”, which was also published, contained 
ample evidence that these arguments and precursors to the book were in fact 
not published for reasons of opinion, nor were the arguments discussed, 
neither for lack of quality nor for lack of relevance. A market also still 
existed for such topics in the 1980s; it was only through complete silence 
about arguments and facts that refuted feminism per se that the silent majori- 
ty of the time gradually died out through ageing and keeling over, a manipu- 
lated generation grew up that no longer seems to be interested in such topics 
and arguments, or shies away from reading and noticing such things because 
it is considered ‘embarrassing’ and morally ‘reprehensible’. 


«The Destructive Forces of Feminist Censorship 


114 http://archive.frontpagemag.com/Printable.aspx? ArtId=22925 
115 http://plantswithnopants.tumblr.com/post/952029 146 19/mr-cappadocia-pro- 
feminist-censorship-is-a 
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Postby Voice of Reason » Fri Jan 25, 2013 4:58 am 

I've watched some interesting videos lately, which have provided some 
interesting takes on feminist censorship. The first one is from The Ignored 
Gender»''® 


If you don't believe this, read the chapters on feminist censorship in all 
my books, which demonstrate the extent and radicality of the suppression of 
unpleasant views, arguments and facts with many cases and at the same time 
show how strongly feminist views are hyped up at the same time; the treat- 
ment in media depending on one's opinion could hardly be more opposite. A 
popular method of silencing the critic among the established of the fourth 
power is to dismiss any such assertion in advance as impossible and unquali- 
fied, to blame it on an “aggrievement” of the non-published dissidents, or 
again to cull with universal hammers that currently hit almost every “politi- 
cally sufficiently incorrect” dissenter, either again “conspiracy theorist’, 
“Nazi” or “right-wing extremist”, “inserious populist” or “nutcase”. Femi- 
nists who actually wallow in gratuitous aggrievement, on the other hand, are 
hailed as heroines. Such an approach corresponds exactly to the word definit- 
ion of “prejudice”: namely, a judgement before knowledge without knowing 
the facts. Because all public media ignore the censorship evidence, it remains 
largely unread. This is how the vicious circle of subliminal but all the more 
suffocating censorship works nowadays. Therefore, the call may be allowed 
to take note of the evidence and examine it for oneself. Otherwise, modern 
subtle censorship succeeds in censoring even the evidence of censorship. 


«Janice Fiamengo on the University of Toronto feminist campus 

September 24, 2015 By AVM ... 

crydiego * 7 days ago 

All that is being asked is for a University to open itself to free speech, 
and yet, if it counters feminism in any way, — you can't even open a curtain. 
There are feminists behind that curtain Toto. 

This is so funny that a school could put up barriers that are in opposition 
to everything their institution is based on. The irony is painfully ridiculous; 
the University of Irony, Toronto! 

4 *ReplysShare> Avatar 

RevSpinnaker crydiego * 6 days ago 


116 http://www.happierabroad.com/forum/viewtopic.php?t=1 7468 
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That poses an interesting question. The elimination of free speech in 
the Soviet Union was called “the Iron Curtain” in the west. What's a 
feminist equivalent?»''” 


Such elimination of free speech spread abruptly throughout the estab- 
lished media with a generation of feminist career women around 1968. Since 
that time, it has been impossible to present views that deviate from their ide- 
ology. Submissions of critical manuscripts to a literary establishment domi- 
nated by feminist-feeling women have been a hopeless gauntlet since 1968. 
No publisher with reach will publish dissenting arguments and views; apart 
from insults, low blows and contempt, there is no reaction. The former 
tolerance that Western civilisation prided itself on was suddenly lost; the 
word ‘tolerance’ became a phrase and has since stood for suppression of 
opinion, with the totalitarians, who do not allow any dissenting view, ascri- 
bing ‘tolerance’, ‘diversity’, ‘love’ and ‘peace’ to themselves while practising 
and spreading the exact opposite. 

Re: QUERY: Critique of Feminist Ideology 


ce Charlotte Q my Cate | 
P Sa, 30 Jul 2022 12:42:04 AM +0200 POSTEINGANG 
© An "deichmohle" <deichmohle@i 
Tags © 
jicher... TLS Mehr dazu BI 


Jetzt anzeigen Externe Bilder werden nicht angezeigt 


Mr. Deichmohle, 


We have reviewed your query and will be declining to represent you and your work. We here at 
the Charlotte Gusay Literary Agency are steadfast feminists and do not believe your manuscript 
is suitable for publication. We encourage you to seek out alternative viewpoints and reevaluate 


Sincerely, 
Ann 
Editorial Assistant (mb) 


The Charlotte Gusay Literary Agency 


Los Angeles, 


http://www.gusay.com 
A multitude of rejections of Deichmolhle's works critical of feminism 
were received on the day of submission, obviously impulsive immediately 


117 http:/Awww.avoiceformen.com/feminism/feminist-lies-feminism/janice- 
fiamengo-on-the-university-of-toronto-feminist-campus/ 
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after opening and a cursory glance. Feminists have been spouting blooming 
nonsense for generations, using the freedom of expression and tolerance of 
the media and literary establishment once built up by men to put themselves 
in power and immediately and indignantly abolish freedom of expression for 
dissenters. Similarly, National Socialists once said of themselves that they 
used freedom of expression without intending to grant it themselves once in 
power. 


«We have reviewed your query and will be declining to represent you 
and your work. We here at the Charlotte Gusay Literary Agency are stead- 
feast feminists and do not believe your manuscript is suitable for publication. 
We encourage you to seek out alternative viewpoints and reevaluate» (Ann, 
The Charlotte Gusay Literary Agency, 30.7.2022 in Ablehnung dieses Bu- 
ches) 


Ann writes that the literary agency staff is steadfast feminist. What she 
says about the book she rejects, abusing her feminist power, is an outrage. 
The submitted first chapter meticulously quotes basic and accepted feminist 
writings, thus showing the unscientific nature of their methodology, their 
one-sidedness, intolerance, radicalism and totalitarian orientation directly 
with their own basic texts. This literary agency is not an isolated case, but 
typical: almost every contemporary literary agency, occupied by many 
feminist women and a few equally feminist men, thinks and feels similarly. 
They consider their own unscientific, cultural-revolutionary effusions and 
tracts to be important literature and of course publishable; criticism of their 
aberrations, however, is labelled ‘not suitable for publication’. As usual, this 
is exactly backwards. Finally, the gender warrior gets emotional and wishes 
for ‘peace’, loosely based on the hippie phrase of ‘peace and love’, while 
feminists and left-wing extremists spread discord, violence and hatred. What 
George Orwell described in 1984 has become reality: Warmongers talk of 
‘peace’, intolerants of ‘tolerance’, propagators of monotonous coercive atti- 
tudes of ‘diversity’. 


Men have always supported women, even if they developed wayward 
thoughts. This was already the case in antiquity; even in the Middle Ages, 
proto-feminist works, which today's feminists claim to be runners-up, were 
first disseminated with the support of men, then preserved until today. But 
the moment feminist women gained power, freedom perished. For unlike 
men, feminist women have from the beginning abused their power to rigo- 
rously suppress men and critical thought — even from women. The “steadfast 
feminist” literary agency, as they call themselves, does not even think of 
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letting their world view be challenged by reading a critical book. On the 
contrary, they demand that the critic change. This oppression is an everyday 
reality of the literary establishment and is only not visible to the majority 
because most men of today are too cored, spineless, too spongy in the brain 
or cowardly to express mentally sharp dissent and to experience how fiercely 
it is suppressed. Those who drift along with the zeitgeist like a baseless 
amoeba do not experience how systematically but invisibly the emergence of 
critical thought is stifled in advance by feminist women and men who have 
spread themselves throughout society. 


Each of my non-fiction books contains further evidence of feminist 
censorship, including “The Gendering of the World”. Although this has only 
been available to order for two days and has not even been printed, so much 
new evidence of censorship has already been found in the meantime that this 
book also needs a chapter on feminist censorship. If such evidence had been 
carefully collected, a new chapter or even book with more evidence could 
have been printed every year since 1968. Since this has not happened, no one 
has had the time, only a tiny sample can be presented here. Most cases have 
been forgotten unnoticed, or never reported, or never became known, and 
even reports on the WWW have meanwhile mostly disappeared again along 
with the domains where they once existed. Already in 1913, the enormous 
journalistic pressure and the one-sidedness of the press had been noted. (see: 
Bax, “The Fraud of Feminism’, 1913) 


«Science and censorship 

Posted on August 19, 2015 by Silvio Altarelli 

... and feminism Continue Reading — ... 

Posted in Feminist Censorship, Feminist Corruption, Feminist Lies, 
Feminist Violence, Mega Featured, Mens Rights Edmonton 

Lauren Southern purged for not toeing the feminist line (video) 

Posted on July 3, 2015 by AVfM Video Source 

Not toeing the feminist line is dangerous — even in libertarian 
politics. — 

Posted in Featured, Feminist Censorship 

Author Jenny Trout and the feminist censorship brigade 

Posted on June 30, 2015 by Kevin Weinberg 
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A feminist author is actively working to destroy another author's 
career, on the grounds of racism. The author she is attacking is a Black 


woman.»!!® 


Because there is not enough space here for all the articles on cases of fe- 
minist censorship, and because reprinting them would also be questionable in 
terms of copyright, only an overview of articles is given here. 


Such censorship cases could be collected all the time. Unfortunately, 
there is no central archive that collects such reports. Otherwise, the archive 
would be overflowing every month since the 1960s at the latest, because a 
silent but all the more insidious form of censorship was constantly practised. 
Since the 1980s, such censorship of opinion has become even more systema- 
tic. But there are already reports from the time of the first wave. As early as 
1900, there were complaints about massive feminist pressure on editors to 
put down dissent instead of arguing factually. 


«Autism Tackles Feminist Censorship 

15 Oct 2014, 3:53 pm 

Laurie A. Couture, well known autism advocate has written an article 
about feminists/feminism and submitted it to a mainstream publication which 
tried to alter and censor the article (without telling her) where all the referen- 
ces she made criticising feminism were removed! ... 

I'm so pleased to see a woman on the spectrum challenging false femi- 
nist statistics and censorship.»'” 


Today, censorship no longer takes place in the classical way in Western 
countries. Rarely will a state have the nerve to point out the fact that there are 
opinions and facts that are suppressed by banning their publication. This 
could have the undesirable effect of pointing out such facts and views in the 
first place, even be an advertisement for what is banned. Nevertheless, the 
pressure of “political correctness” that comes from subjective, partisan con- 
cern for feminism is greater than ever. 


Today, censorship is embedded in an unculture of opinion control and 
manipulation, which, as gender mainstreaming, arrogates to transform the 


118 batteredman.com/?cat=17, Domine erlosch am 9.10.2015 
Teilweise auch hier dokumentiert: 
http://www.avoiceformen.com/feminism/feminist-censorship/lauren-southern- 
purged-for-not-toeing-the-feminist-line-video/ 

119 http://wrongplanet.net/forums/viewtopic.php?t=268786 
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thinking, feeling and life of all people worldwide in a radical sex-neutral cul - 
tural revolution. Representatives of this ideology feel justified in eradicating 
all natural feeling and all natural concepts, replacing them with a sex-neutral 
utopia. A few days ago I read on the internet about a woman who called doc- 
tors “criminals” for registering newborns as “boy” or “girl”, which contra- 
dicts the gender ideology according to which there is no sex, which is only 
“socially constructed” and an “evil ‘patriarchal’ oppression”. As insane and 
in radical contradiction to the facts of biology this is, it has a strong impact 
on the whole of society, on how we feel, feel and ultimately think. 


Even very young infants innately differentiate according to sex, turn to 
their sex group in particular because this is important for natural life and they 
have a lot to learn in the process. Thereby they already meet feminist-minded 
mothers and educators who consciously or unconsciously convey to them 
how unwelcome their natural behaviour is. Manipulation of our thinking and 
feeling begins at the innocent age of a few days after birth, when resistance 
and mental resistance are still impossible. 


At the latest in kindergarten, the infant is exposed to state-sponsored 
and operated gender agendas, experiences how disturbing boyish behaviour 
is perceived because girlish behaviour has been elevated to the norm. Thus 
boys experience massive bending of their natural impulses, punishments and 
contempt, whereas girls are already taught anti-male attitudes and are also set 
on a momentous course of conflict with their nature. At the same time, both 
sexes will notice how certain thoughts, ways of looking at things, beginnings 
of natural feelings, or even innocent first approaches to such views or 
thoughts are undesirable, punished and ostracised, so that such thinking, 
feeling and perception do not even develop. In addition, the reciprocity of the 
sexes, on which feelings could first mature, is missing. This is the first stage 
of censorship and manipulation in the re-education camp into which feminist 
cultural revolution has transformed our world. The “rape of human identity” 
makes people unhappy, see the book of the same name. 


Indoctrination then becomes more massive through feminist-influenced 
school material and teaching that punishes boyish behaviour and rewards gir- 
lish behaviour, predominantly putting boys on Ritalin and similar substances 
in some countries to ‘immobilise’ the frowned-upon male behaviour instead 
of giving them opportunities to act out in a meaningful way and be part of 
the learning process. Moreover, the teaching content will already be feminist, 
sex-neutral representations, role reversals and feminist role models will al- 
ready be poured into seemingly ‘innocent’ reading material for children. Fe- 
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minists angrily protest when, for once, natural conditions are mentioned in 
order to praise extreme manipulative distortion and consider it the only per- 
missible state of affairs. 


I experienced this already in the 1960s. The teacher often praised the 
“Tittle witch”: “You children simply have to like her!” — feminist at the time, 
not radical enough for today's feminists. Likewise, the teacher praised “Pipi 
Longstocking”: “All children love her!” — ditto: feminist then, not radical 
enough today (or even ironically called an “old-fashioned role cliché’, al- 
though it was feminist-subversive at the time). Neither could warm me; no, 
there was a lack of present fathers, men, boys with important tasks, there was 
a lack of natural femininity instead of boyish anti-girls. Natural relationships 
and reciprocity were missing. Intuitively, as a primary school pupil, I under- 
stood that there was something wrong with the role models that the convin- 
ced female teacher extolled to us — and that was before 1968. Much more 
interesting was reading in which there was all this: natural girls and boys, a 
relation to each other and thus more and warmer feeling, more respect, more 
love, more sweetness. Ironically, this was found in a story where children 
fled the displacement areas of the lost homeland after the lost world war. (At 
the same time, the remnants of the homeland that remained at that time are 
also getting lost to us.) Today, feminists and the state itself are weeding out 
such books from libraries in order to manipulate the world's memory. A book 
with natural reciprocity of the sexes and consequently with natural feelings 
would end up on the index of books that are taboo in schools, universities, 
libraries and would embarrass any household that would admit to owning 
such writings. 


Such censorship protects a perversion that we do not recognise because 
we are used to it as normal. People tend to find normal what they are used to, 
including yesterday's radical feminism, and only reject and find shrill what 
new radical aspirations come their way. But this is wrong. What they are 
used to is just as destructive as today's campaigns, was just as radical, mis- 
guided and destructive. We just don't perceive it because our perception de- 
pends on our habits. Even the first feminist wave was built on destroying the 
love of men as much as family and cultural reciprocity. 


«Hedwig Dohm, the important pioneer of feminism, revealed this as 
early as 1901 in her book “The Anti-Feminists”. Surprisingly, she does not 
see men as the “most dangerous” opponents of feminism — as she puts it her- 
self — but women. Namely, those who want to be happy with a man or even 
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with children of their own. These life models are her enemy images. This 
antagonism provides the real driving force of feminism, the “women power”. 

It is evident everywhere. Whatever programme of women's politics you 
hold up to the light — you always recognise the same watermark: enmity 
against men and motherhood.»'”’ (Bernhard Lassahn) 


What is usually overlooked is that cultural reciprocity, a structure from 
which culture and society emerge, is hated and destroyed by feminists — 
presumably because our society had already begun its dismantling centuries 
earlier; feminism in this respect exaggerates a process already initiated and 
accompanied by clear hatred of men (see Kucklick: “The Immoral Sex’). 
This destruction of cultural structure also breaks down the feelings and love 
maturing within it. The more feminist and gendered the society, the more 
hatred of men, which radical feminist Sweden demonstrates. 


Censorial pressure has also existed since the first feminist wave. Al- 
though we have already dealt with the case, it may be briefly repeated here in 
view of its importance: 


«When, however, the bluff is exposed... then the apostles of femi- 
nism, male and female, being unable to make even a plausible case out in 
reply, with one consent resort to the boycott... The pressure put upon pub- 
lishers and editors by the influential Feminist sisterhood is well known.» 
(Ernest Bax, The Fraud of Feminism, p. 1-2, 1913) 


Suppression of human nature and culture has always gone hand in hand 
with feminist censorship. 

The manipulation is even more severe at universities, where pretty 
much every subject is riddled with feminist pseudo-science wherever possib- 
le. 


While in the 1990s it was still possible to circumvent the one-sided 
reporting by writing, printing, reading and responding to feminism-critical 
comments on articles in daily newspapers and magazines - a first attempt to 
spread and exchange suppressed facts and arguments past the press that had 
become one-sided — this is no longer possible today because comments are 
also censored. If a state functionary or press representative now claims that 
this is untrue, that there is no such censorship, then he / she / it / the functio- 
nary is lying or deluding himself / herself. Censorship can be proven. The 


120 http://nicht-feminist.de/2015/10/bernhard-lassahn-feminismus--liebe/ 
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internet is full of reports of people who have posted comments. Profeminist 
ones were all unblocked, feminist-critical ones were never unblocked. This is 
no coincidence, but has a system: it is a permanent state of affairs. 


«Censorship of criticism of feminist Viviane Reding — craigslist 

paris.de.craigslist.fr/pol/5145412826.html 

28.07.2015 — Censorship of criticism of feminist Viviane Reding 
(Paris). Good morning, hello ... Have you made similar experiences with 
feminist censorship? Please let ...»'*’ (Google search result 2.10.2015) 


Anyone who wants to read the censorship report found by Google 
Search is out of luck: the page no longer exists. 


«There is nothing here 
No web page for this address 


404 Error 
O 
O A A 
o (o0)\ 
oe \/\ 
| | ----- W | 
| | | |» (http://paris.de.craigslist.fr/pol/ 
5145412826.html) 


Now, it is always difficult to make those in power realise that they are 
oppressing. No elite will admit that. It is just as difficult to convince media 
representatives who live from their work, whose existence and self-image 
depends on their work, that they are censoring. It was equally impossible to 
convince Stasi or Gestapo officers that they are doing wrong and suppres- 
sing. But the suppression and censorship are facts, and we will prove them. 
All my more than booklet-sized books contain a chapter on censorship. 


«Feminism is about censorship. Feminists are the most vocal promo- 
ters of censorship of First Amendment Rights, hands down. Just look at how 
they react to Facebook comments, Twitter speech, and here on Tumblr. They 
also promote censorship campaigns against opinions in the media, on blogs, 


121 Google search result link 2.10.2015 
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and on YouTube. They promote inequality of speech.»'” (Women For Men, 
July 22, 2014) 


Feminist censorship takes many forms. First, the topics are not interes- 
ting because they contradict the established ideology. Partly there are econo- 
mic backgrounds: Since, according to a study already cited, women often 
feel uncomfortable when confronted with views or facts they disapprove of — 
especially when these are expressed by men, but on the other hand women 
form the broad majority of buyers, almost no editor dares to print articles 
critical of feminism, which costs the paper buyers and readers, and subse- 
quently advertisements from the business community, on which the paper 
lives. 


Publication is a long process in which many things can fail, from the 
editor through several steps of checking whether an article or book, if good at 
all, also fits into the programme and promises economic success. Since the 
late 1960s, all the steps have been taken predominantly by women, who are 
unfortunately again predominantly feminist, partly consciously, partly uncon- 
sciously. The editor will already dismiss any criticism of feminism, or 
deviation from feminist lines, or even complaints by men about injustice, but 
so will an editor, because here our biology and feminist indoctrination are 
pulling in the same direction. A man is not allowed to complain, which is a 
prerogative of women and children. If a man were to sue, he would biologi- 
cally undermine his “lower rank’, i.e. demand reproduction or attention to 
which he is not entitled. Therefore, evolutionarily, there is a strong, uncon- 
scious mechanism that rejects any man who complains as a “cheater” or 
“unmanly”. Feminism has further reinforced this tendency and given it an 
ideological underpinning. 


A similar process is now going on at many levels. Therefore, there is al- 
ways someone, whether male “cavalier” or feminist, who, out of biologically 
innate or feminist prejudice, or both, rejects any criticism or complaint 
against feminism, thus killing the book project or article at an early stage. Of 
course, alleged “lack of quality” is then readily cited as justification. 


The rule is: a woman is allowed to complain; if she complains, however 
unfairly and contrary to the facts of biology, she is a “courageous heroine’, 
an “innocent victim”, “deserves our help” and our respect; her product is 
seen as a “work of art” and given a big build-up by prominent official media. 


122 http:/Awomenformen.org/2014/07/22/superb-short-description-of-feminism/ 
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If, on the other hand, a man complains, however justly and justified by 
facts of biology, he is a “whining child”; “immature”, has “failed to finally 
grow up” and “bear being a loser like a man’, he is a ridiculous figure who is 
blamed, he is ridiculed, his work is taken as “rubbish”, even if the literary 
standard or the arguments are much better than the woman's ‘work of art’, 
because a man is not allowed to complain. 


Thus the feminist lie, based on innately false perception, is given a big 
build-up by the mass media, whereas the fact critical of feminism is angrily 
rejected because men are biologically not allowed to complain. 


Attention is only given when women who are entitled to complain about 
something, not “only men”. 


«Woman's Hour: Feminists complain about feminist censorship 

October 4, 2015 By David King —86 Comments 

Feminist groupthink is now so strong that it seems that feminists are 
complaining about censorship — by other feminists. Or, at the very least, that 
was the subject of an episode of BBC Radio 4's time-honoured programme, 
Woman's Hour, aired 10am BST Friday, October 2nd, 2015»!”° 


Even feminists themselves are getting fed up with their own censorship. 
Feminists are allowed to complain, even if it is their own fault. Men, who are 
much more affected by feminist censorship, are not allowed to complain 
about it — this is contradicted by biology, civilisation that has been hostile to 
men and privileging women for many centuries, cavalier instincts and femi- 
nist indoctrination. When women or even feminists complain, the media — as 
the BBC — make a big deal about it. The much more justified same complaint 
by men about feminist censorship would have been ignored, especially by 
public media like the BBC. Men would probably have been taunted, as the 
writer was the other day, by media people for spreading “conspiracy theo- 
ries”. No one does that to a woman, certainly not a feminist, although femi- 
nism, with its fantasy of a supposed “powerful patriarchy” oppressing 
women, was and is as blatantly a conspiracy theory as anti-Semitic inventi- 
ons of a supposed “Council of the Wise Men of Zion” similarly unspeakably 
directing world affairs in the background. Both are irrational nonsense, a 
conspiracy theory. But with feminism, no one notices and no one says it. 
Men are wrongly accused of it — although even feminists themselves confirm 


123 http://archive.is/Meed3#selection-38 | .0-421.42 
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their censorship rage, and although it has even been proven that men have 
been oppressed for more than 60,000 years by women who were and are 
privileged. (see genetic reproduction graph, ,, The Oppression of Men’’) 


«The IMPORTANT thing is that the feminist censorship/propaganda 
machine is stopped»! 


Only awareness of the biological, social and ideological mechanisms on 
which skewed perception, indoctrination and ideology are based can help 
overcome them. 


«Athena Tennis Girl Censored After Feminist Hissy Fit 

Iconic poster draws fury of feminist control freaks obsessed with 
policing art 

Paul Joseph Watson 

Prison Planet.com March 24 2015 

Radical feminists are once again channeling their inner-ISIS by attemp- 
ting to eradicate iconic art from the pages of history.»'” (darkpolitricks) 


Another mechanism comes into play: not only indoctrinated feminists 
oppress men, no, all established men do too, due to a biological disposition. 
For the men of the fourth power, like biologically all high-ranking men, see 
the fruits of their rank endangered when such a “whiner” demands to be 
heard, wants access — whether sexual access to women or journalistic access 
to the press, media and publishers. The biological mechanism is the same: if 
the criticism (biologically: “the whine”) of a man were listened to, this man 
(classified as lower-ranking) would gain access that he does not deserve, 
because lower-ranking males are not supposed to reproduce in the animal 
kingdom, nor receive the attention and sympathy of society. Lower-ranking 
males are biologically discriminated against. This is a fact of biology that we 
are only not aware of because we are not supposed to be aware of it for 
evolutionary reasons. For if we were aware of the fact, this awareness would 
render the discrimination wholly or partially ineffective. 


Thus, it is by no means only feminists or women who participate in the 
oppression of critics of feminism. 


124 https://www.reddit.com/r/KotakuInAction/comments/3pdqri/minecraft_crea- 
tor_notch speaks out_against_tauriq/ 

125 http:/Awww.darkpolitricks.com/2015/03/athena-tennis-girl-censored-after- 
feminist-hissy-fit/ 
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«How free speech became a thought crime: A chilling warning after 
feminists hound a Nobel winner from his job for ‘sexism’ 

By MICK HUME 

PUBLISHED: 23:56 GMT, 19 June 2015 

Though it was meant as a joke, it turned out to be a deadly serious 
affair.»'°° (dailymail) 


The suppression of information critical of feminism takes place on ma- 
ny levels. For generations, critics of feminism have not been given a profes- 
sional position in which they could have researched, worked and written. 
Such suppression was already practised by the first feminist wave, as well as 
partly subliminal censorship that exploits biologically innate skewness for fe- 
minist manipulation of opinion, which we are not aware of, suppressed from 
consciousness by innate mechanisms. Therefore, the complaint about censor- 
ship in “The Fraud of Feminism” was already justified and in line with 
human biology in 1913. 


While unscientific feminists, who lack the university entrance qualifica- 
tion for proper, objective studies and who therefore should not have been en- 
rolled, let alone given university titles and tenure, whereupon they destroyed 
and ridiculed the entire scientificity of the Occident, received funding from 
taxes en masse, so that gender chairs became a profitable business, anyone 
who spoke out critically risked career and economic existence. In their mad- 
ness to elevate as many women as possible to as many positions as possible, 
Western countries promoted the destruction of scientificity with all their 
might at the expense of the aggrieved taxpayers. 


Anyone who set out to shake up feminist lies or even to set a factual 
worldview against them was ridiculed and insulted, and for generations had 
not been given a chance to receive research commissions, neither from the 
state nor from the private sector. At most, scientists and prominent figures in 
the system who were established in other subjects could afford to make a 
‘politically incorrect’ excursion, which often meant the end of their careers. 


Due to careful manipulation from infancy onwards, through teaching 
materials at school and university as well as through tendency in the media, 
no more critics of feminism grew up at all and the old ones gradually died 
out. What remained were only a few who had been thrown off track and into 


126 http://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-3 132206/How-free-speech-thought- 
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a life crisis by such severe damage after divorce, separation, child withdraw- 
al, forced maintenance and other disasters obviously caused by feminism that 
they had to recognise parts of feminist ideology as harmful. But there were 
far too few of them, and most of them were too limited to the injustices they 
had experienced themselves, to produce any deep and fundamental critique 
of feminism. Mostly, there was only partial criticism, which was largely 
ignored by the public. 


«While publishers and editors are, sure enough, responsible in large part 
for enforcing the contemporary censorship that has prevented open debate on 
feminism and other issues, they have also provided some (admittedly often 
barely apparent) degree of quality control largely absent in the blogosphere. 
In short, whereas those published in the mainstream media are almost auto- 
matically conferred a readership as of right by virtue of the outlet provided to 
them, internet commentators have to fight for to be heard amongst literally 
millions of others.»'’ (mensrightsreview) 


Before the internet, if something too critical was written, it was almost 
always lost in the mass of rejected manuscripts. There was no need for state- 
imposed censorship. It was only the internet that facilitated critical ex pressi- 
on, which then led to bizarre talks between the chancelloress and the founder 
of Facebook to ensure censorship of German-language comments. German 
officials are unlikely to realise how embarrassing this is. It is not a matter of 
finding anything good in the content that was cited as a reason for censor- 
ship. Freedom is always the freedom of dissent, whereby no one has the right 
to presume to judge the content of others as a censor.Freedom is also the 
freedom to publish what is presumably nonsensical and distasteful. If this 
freedom does not exist, facts are also censored, such as those offered by criti- 
cism of feminism. 


But the internet does not give feminism critics a hearing in a significant 
public sphere; instead, it has a valve function because critical texts are theo- 
retically available but practically found by virtually no one. Criticism is 
therefore hidden in a niche that is collectively maligned so that no one will 
think to look for it there, or take it seriously if by some rare chance it were 
found. The outlet of the blogging world is more likely to prevent the caul- 
dron from bursting because of excessive pressure of anger at censorship and 
oppression than to open it up and bring critical thoughts into the world. 


127 http:/www.mensrightsreview.com/2013/11/mens-rights-review-m.html 
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Should there ever be a willingness to publish feminism criticism as an 
article or book in public media, further stages of feminist censorship will 
come into effect: numerous attempts have been reported to water down the 
content, to simply delete passages critical of feminism. No public media 
“worth taking seriously” will want to report on this, and if it can no longer be 
avoided, a barrage of vilification begins. A popular method is to take a quote 
out of context in order to ridicule or disparage the author or book once and 
for all. Today, opponents are no longer murdered, but character assassination 
is committed. 


«Today's revolutionaries are no longer targeted by snipers; assassinati- 
ons today are aimed at an opponent's reputation.» (Mathangi ,,.Maya” Arul- 
pragasam) 


Eva Herman was pushed into the Nazi corner with distortions, feminism 
critics like Esther Vilar were forced into emigration with death threats 
against her and her child. Threats, assaults and attacks are further stages of 
escalation when the silent, invisible and very difficult to prove but factually 
existing pre-censorship is not enough. By their very nature, it is often diffi- 
cult to separate prejudice and censorship because the two merge seamlessly. 
What is a consequence of humanly innate skewed perception of sex relations, 
innate preference for women and innate prejudice against (especially badly 
low-ranking) men? What about contempt for men and preferential treatment 
of women was already endemic in Western civilisation, as described by 
Kucklick in “The Immoral Sex’? What goes back to feminist indoctrination, 
demonisation, ideological outrage and indoctrination? What simply springs 
from the habit that hatred of men has become, or the “beguiling glamour of 
stupidity” (Esther Vilar)? Another reason for skewed vision is still missing: 
healthy feelings that apply to others, empathising and helping instead of self- 
centred demands, mature through tasks for each other, exchange and comple- 
mentarity structures, as “Culture and The Sexes” describes. Since gender 
agendas have completely eradicated natural structure and complementarity, 
generations have been growing up since then whose selfish feeling can no 
longer mature into compassion and reliability between the sexes. Immature, 
egoistic feeling strengthens the feminist, sentimental, self-centred and 
woman-centred view of concern. This was still obvious to the first critics of 
feminism in the 19th century because their feelings were more likely to ma- 
ture in a less broken society. Today, we are all affected, no longer know it 
any differently. Therefore, we can hardly measure this contribution to the 
emotional oblique view, which in turn leads to censorship of those who think 
differently. 
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Since rejection of content and views is partly done unconsciously in ad- 
vance, already in what we perceive or overlook, what our brain filters away, 
it is often almost impossible to distinguish between biological and social, 
between social and feminist prejudice, between prejudice and conscious 
rejection of uncomfortable facts and arguments. 


Of course, anyone in power can claim never to have consciously cen- 
sored anything. The fact remains that censorship for reasons of opinion hap- 
pens in fact, entire schools of thought, indeed entire scientific lines of argu- 
ment, explanations of the world and refutations of the foundations of all fe- 
minist waves have fallen through this cracks for generations. 


We can demonstrate that scientifically provable refutation of all femi- 
nism of all waves has existed for decades and has been concealed, for what- 
ever reason. We can prove that the quality is high, much higher than that of 
subjective, contradictory and biased feminism founded on disproven myths. 


Whether such scientific evidence existed before, which was suppressed 
in earlier generations but unfortunately has not survived, we cannot deter- 
mine, because the critics in question, if they existed, have long since died of 
old age and their works, if any, have been lost. Therefore, no statement can 
be made as to whether and to what extent they existed. What is important 
now is that at least now arguments, knowledge and facts are no longer lost 
unnoticed and conditions are created in which reasonable scientific and jour- 
nalistic work can be done. 


«The feminist Anke Domscheit-Berg has published a new book and it is 
being diligently and obediently promoted by the mainstream media. Anke 
Domscheit-Berg also gives interviews — such as to the Freie Presse — and I 
am always surprised that the depth of questioning by journalists is almost 
always zero.»'** (jungsundmaedchen) 


While feminist tracts and fiction have been big-published by the media, 
it is well known among the few authors critical of feminism that it is almost 
impossible to be discussed in official media as a not just partial and, on top 
of that, male critic of feminism. Even women and partial critics of feminism 
find it difficult to be heard. 


128 https://jungsundmaedchen.wordpress.com/2015/04/17/talkrunde-mit-feministin/ 
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Equally blatant is the type of reporting, if any. Feminists are treated as 
delicately as butter; journalists already dutifully rattle off feminist confessi- 
ons in their questions that sharply contradict the facts: 


«Journalist: The everyday examples of unequal treatment of women are 
overwhelming.»'” (jungsundmaedchen) 


In contrast, a critic of feminism is not asked questions critical of femi- 
nism, but is instead heckled with feminist clichés and trick questions, and 
then slated under outrageous pretexts. One journalist ignored the entire ex- 
cellent work of Martin van Creveld, “The Privileged Sex”, only to pick on a 
quote taken out of context. Once the defamation of an inconvenient author is 
accomplished, others are happy to copy it or take over the denigration. 


«Feminist Refutes My Deleted “Gender Equality” Video And Reveals 
How Ignorant/Sexist She Is»'* 


Without delving into the content, this is one piece of evidence among 
countless similar ones: Content critical of feminism is frequently, in some 
places systematically deleted, obstructed and reported. There are feminist 
pressure groups that specialise in silencing critics of feminism through or ga- 
nised reporting with false justifications, i.e. organised bullying, and blocking 
or deleting their pages, domains, videos, comments or articles, or even their 
access to Twitter, Youtube or Facebook.'*! It is daily practice that critics of 
feminism or their content have been blocked somewhere. This does not hap- 
pen to feminists. 


To claim that there is no feminist censorship is like claiming that no 
men fall in wars, that there are no male war dead on battlefields. 


Even if a book critical of feminism is published, it will hardly be 
possible to do the public relations work that is necessary nowadays: 


«From: BB oliteraturtest. de 

To: deichmohle@ 

Subject: AW: Press work for non-fiction book: "The Gendering of the 
World" 


129 https://jungsundmaedchen.wordpress.com/2015/04/17/talkrunde-mit-feministin/ 

130 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=p17Z30S9k-4 

131 see chapters on censorship in “The Gendering of the World” and “Culture and 
The Sexes” where this is documented 
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Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 11:57:42 +0200 

Dear Mr Deichmohle, 

thank you very much for your request. However, as we do not have the 
right access for your topic, we unfortunately have to refrain from making you 
an offer. 

We ask for your understanding. 

With best regards 

Krystyna Ea 


Literaturtest» 


The “right approaches” do not exist in feminism refutation; the whole 
topic is massively blocked by all established media, which alone also reach a 
noteworthy audience. 


Feminist books, on the other hand, are placed very big in the media; in 
the case of feminism-critical ones, even the request for press work is usually 
rejected — except for advertisers who are happy to pocket the money even 
though they know they can achieve little or nothing, which is similar to the 
so-called subsidy pseudo-publishers. Often an email on the subject of femi- 
nist criticism is even classified as SPAM, filtered out or reported, whereupon 
the sender wonders about obstruction of his email account. 


«Sent: Monday, 05 October 2015 at 8:13 pm 

From: Pressegroup <dialog@pressegroupl> 

Subject: AW: New non-fiction book on gender mainstreaming in deve- 
lopment and disaster relief. 

Please take us off your mailing list immediately and spare us from 
such communications. 

Mfg baw 

Sent: 05.10.2015 09:17 

To: dialog@pressegroupl 

A good day to you, 

How are taxpayers' money used in development aid? Little attention is 
paid to prioritising gender mainstreaming in all cooperation and aid pro- 
jects.» 


An even more explosive method from the environment of censorship is 
when information from radical and extremist institutions is kept secret from 
outsiders, such as men. For decades, feminists have done much of this to the 
exclusion of men. Since the same people who have practised and continue to 
practise such exclusion speak of a "war of the sexes", this is by no means 
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harmless, and also incomparable to traditional sex segregation, which was 
based on love and avoidance of conflict, as the exact opposite of feminism. 
What sinister and evil ideas or plans have now been discussed for generati- 
ons in radical feminist circles to the exclusion of the public and men, we will 
never know for lack of records. Agent Orange, through a hack on the inter- 
net, briefly flashed on one such group talking about eradicating men — see 
“Culture and The Sexes”, Appendix — but most radical activity took place in 
the real world, so dangers cannot be exposed via the internet. 


If the following information is correct — it fits the picture of the activi- 
ties of feminist circles — there is a massive problem here: 


«the absurd secrecy that gender studies is practising. In the USA, 
they sometimes have to guard the teaching materials during breaks and 
are only allowed to carry them around outside in brown paper bags so that 
men do not see them. Many libraries are not accessible to men. ... And 
now a reader points me to this video of a female student from LA who is sur- 
prised that her first duty is to take a vow of silence:»'*’ (Hadmut Danisch) 


Men are apparently not even supposed to know what is being plotted 
against them. New absurdities, more dangerous than we realise or want to ad- 
mit, abound daily. The group uncovered by Agent Orange, which still exists 
today, discussed nothing less than plans for the mass murder of men. With 
any victim group other than men, the extremists would be quickly taken out 
of circulation as a threat to security. But because of the innately skewed per- 
ception, it doesn't matter at all as long as it is “only men”. It is classified as 
bizarre, silly at worst, and rather mocked at critics who “shouldn't take it so 
seriously”. Such trivialisation would again not exist with any other target 
group than men. Such a skewed view founded, enabled and accompanied all 
feminist waves, by no means only the present one. People are unfortunately 
not aware that their view is innately skewed, made even more skewed by 
Western civilisation, and then again radically skewed by all the feminist 
waves. 


«MRAs getting banned from feminist subreddits is literally censor- 
ship.»!*° 


132 www.danisch.de/blog/2015/10/01/geheimhaltung-in-gender-studies/ 
133 http://imgur.com/SQhe9Mh 
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While men are banned from debates, belittling men and fathers is found 
funny. 


«http://taz.de/Feministin-ueber- Vaeter/!5225504/ 
“Dad-bashing causes laughter”»!* 


Such anti-male mentality is accompanied by a banishment of informati- 
on critical of feminism from the official media; if it is found on the internet 
where it is not yet deleted, thanks to a government that even calls on foreign 
countries to censor what would otherwise be more expected from Iran or 
North Korea, then such suppressed information is readily dismissed as 
“inserious”’. 


«The insanity of the public-law terror of opinion 

Carsten Heidbohmer, 26 August 2015 ... 

But WDR seems to have learned from this: If individual undesirable 
statements can be corrected — then this is also possible with a complete pro- 
gramme. .. 

In the discussion round, guests expressed views that did not suit some 
women's associations. Of course it is not possible for everyone to simply 
express their opinion! ... 

The accusation is that he ridiculed gender research and gender equality 
policy. Also because he mentioned the simple fact that 180 of 190 pro fessor- 
ships for gender studies are occupied by women. ... 

The lesson here: What is politically undesirable, whether opinion, fact 
or merely a critical demand, must be eliminated. Consequently, the WDR 
programme committee recommended that the programme be removed from 
the media library. What's more: so that viewers quickly forget the politically 
undesirable programme, it is simply filmed again... In the hope that they will 
say the correct thing the second time. And that the presenter will steer the 
programme in the direction desired by the women's associations.»'*° (stern) 


For decades, the public media practised one-sided feminist indoctrinati- 
on, concealed the initially rejecting “silent majority”, which was thus delibe- 
rately made to disappear by those in power — according to the motto: the ide- 
ologues create their own manipulated people. This was already similar in 


134 http://8video.org/video/KiG fhIQ0Q8k/the-voice-of-europe-episode-98- 
feminist-censorship-in-the-media/ 

135 http:/www.stern.de/kultur/tv/hart-aber-fair-mit-frank-plasberg-zum-thema- 
gleichstellung-tugendterror-6419664.html 
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1900; at that time, too, there was talk of a “silent majority” of opponents of 
feminism, which was loudly drowned out by the militant minority (bombs, 
attacks on men and on things). If, for once, a critical topic is allowed in 
public media, then the result must be in the interests of the ideologues in 
power, otherwise the recording is deleted and the programme repeated until 
the desired result is achieved. (Just as feminist plans have been voted on so 
often since time immemorial, after every feminist defeat in elections again, 
and again and again, until once a majority is found in favour of it, but after 
that it is never allowed to be voted on again — afterwards it is forbidden to 
even think about it. That such procedures are not democratic but the end of 
democracy should be understood by all people who are not handicapped in 
questions of logic, if they do not let emotions — shame, indignation, 
consternation, feelings that apply specifically to women, anger about men, 
embarrassment about the taboo — paralyse their minds. Without knowing or 
judging the respective topic: the procedure itself is already the problem). 


«Is this a sign of our philosophical opponents getting into panic as their 
ability to censor has been reduced in the rest of the society? Has the 
feminists’ ability to censor really reduced or is this episode in Germany just 
business as usual? 

These and other questions related to feminist censorship are going to be 
discussed after the news section in tonights episode.»'*° 


New references to feminist censorship appear all the time. 


«More feminist censorship under the guise of “the public good”. 

Even though I can't stand the guy, or his music, I have to ask, feminists. 
Really? Songs about destroying guys bodies and property are a-okay, but 
when you get pissed off about a song or musician, you lobby to get them 
banned? Again? Makes it look like you're afraid to not have everyone follow 
your beliefs, so you have to silence the contrarians. 

ughsocialjustice Aug 3, 2015 1:11 pm»'*’ 


In addition to deleting information critical of feminism, Wikipedia, for 
example, has the tactic of replacing it with irrelevant content or references. 


136 http://8video.org/video/KiGfhIQ0Q8k/the-voice-of-europe-episode-98-feminist- 
censorship-in-the-media/ 

137 http://ughsocialjustice.com/post/125769793058/more--censorship-under-the- 
guise-of-the 
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«Warren Farrell wrote about feminist censorship “The Lace Curtain” it's 
everywhere 

by STEVEN DELUCA on NOVEMBER 5, 2011 

... While we are on the topic of money, it is interesting that Wikipedia 
has apparently deleted the previously-existing page entitled “gold-digging.” 
Now users seeking out the discussion about gold-digging are directed to the 
totally irrelevant “age disparity in sexual relationships.” 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gold-digging 

http://www.avoiceformen.com/feminism/feminist-lies-feminism/to-the- 
censors-at-wikipedia/»'** 


When feminist environments and issues have already twisted and 
narrowed perceptions and representations, people still like to censor 
additionally in order to block out even undesirable content from their own 
environment. 


«the Freeman, Feminist Censorship 

Jack Matthews, Wednesday, January 01, 1992 

And, as the above anecdote shows, the virus is not confined within halls 
of ivy. ... 

The effects of the prevailing dogma can be seen in literary market 
listings which are designed exclusively for women ... 

I recently had an essay returned by the editor of a literary quarterly, 
explaining that he could not consider it because the next two issues were to 
be devoted to “the female body.” ... I can't help savoring the irony of my 
essay's being disqualified, for it was titled, “A Woman Great With Child in 
Pago.”»'? 


Exclusive presentation of feminist views has displaced all ideology-free 
content. 


«The very sort of franchised young scholar who—the instant you see 
her curriculum vitae lying on the table in a faculty lounge somewhere—you 
can be certain has written on a feminist topic. I speak of a feminist whose 
academic studies have been confined since her undergraduate years to texts 
by women or texts utilizing obligatory feminist critical strategies, strategies 
that have been decreed and ordained to emphasize and validate what are 
perceived as intrinsically, even exclusively, feminist values—values which 


138 http://genderfairness.com/?p=1330 
139 http://fee.org/freeman/feminist-censorship 
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cannot by definition be human, for they exclude that half of the human 
covenant which is male.»'*° (the Freeman) 


Although most rejections remain anonymous, are limited to form letters 
or do not reply at all (“if you don't hear from us, please consider this a 
rejection”), the few genuine responses sometimes reveal the actual conscious 
or unconscious motives: Criticism of feminism. Usually this only happens 
when the rejecter is so annoyed by the submission that the mind stops wor- 
king and a revealingly honest answer is hastily sent. 


«A successful novelist who lives in California ... recently wrote an essay 
about false accusations by women students against male professors. An 
editor of a prominent magazine wanted to print it, but said some of the 
women editors objected, arguing that what he described could not be true, 
although his report was based solidly on fact. 

When he sent the piece to another magazine, the woman editor 
tentatively accepted it, then rejected it, explaining that a male feminist on the 
staff voted against publication. Later, when the novelist talked to that editor 
about his essay, he was told, “Our women readers aren't smart enough to 
understand this.”» (the Freeman, ibid.) 


Since the beginning of feminist waves, all their accusations have been 
false'*!, due to subjective, emotional, self-centred, women-centred, ideologi- 
cal, or partly people's innate skewed perception. They were rage and hysteria 
against facts of life and science from the beginning. Once indulged, it cannot 
be surprising if this rage of false accusations became a method, permeating 
the whole society. From the beginning, their ideology engaged in opinion ter- 
ror against dissenters who were no longer allowed to exist. Natural life and 
non-feminist thinking was from the very beginning an enemy of war, some- 
thing they intended to crush and abolish forever. Giving in to such an ide olo- 
gy once shattered society, resulted in censorship, manipulation from child- 
hood, a disoriented society and humanity whose culture, thousands of years 
old and grown from human universals, is destroyed, people so indoctrinated 
that they can hardly recognise the truth - and even if they did, it would be too 
late, because human culture is irretrievably destroyed. All this at state expen- 
se, thought up and disseminated at publicly funded universities. Media con- 
ceal criticism, but constantly re-pray feminist views. 


140 http://fee.org/freeman/feminist-censorship 
141 evidence is provided by the books in this series 
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When something does appear, it is usually in the non-official realm of 
the internet with little public reach, whereupon the next rocket stage of cen- 
sorship-like feminist oppression is ignited: personal denigration, because the 
factual arguments would hardly be refutable. 


«Whenever I or any other MRA fields an argument in defence of mens 
rights, or critical of feminism, it is never met with a counter argument. The 
arguments of MRAs are met with accusations, shaming language, insults, 
threats, blackmail, violence, censure, censorship, cooked up criminal char- 
ges, vandalism, imprisonment and other calumny. 

My article ... was answered by feminists accusing me of being gay, of 
being bitter, of having a small penis, or social ineptitude, of financial impo- 
tence, of living in my mother's basement, of body odour, and of tendencies to 
hatred, violence, and pedophilia. 

Of those critical of my article, none actually addressed the substance of 
the argument made. None. 

My article deconstructing the feminist goal of reversing the burden of 
proof in accusation of sexual assault was met by feminists who called me a 
rapist, a bigot, a woman beater, a loser, a violent criminal, and a sociopath. 
Not even one criticism addressed the substance of my article. 

(John Hembling, A Voice for Men) 

And if you doubt anything John is saying, simply look at the comments 
in the image captured from Facebook earlier in this article, or look through 
this site's articles on free speech.»'*”” (a voice for male students) 


I have documented such a public “small penis” attack with loud out- 
bursts in the personal sphere below the minimum level of decent people, but 
without any argument in the matter, and likewise without the slightest rem- 
nant of objectivity, in the book “No!”. 


«REALIZING THEIR IDEAS CAN'T COMPETE IN A FREE 
WORLD, FEMINISTS RESORT TO CENSORSHIP YET AGAIN 

JONATHAN TAYLOR, 05. Feb. 2014 ... 

Apparently since the bullying tactics Feminists have employed at recent 
CAFE events have thus far been unsuccessful, some of them have decided to 
go on a tear-down rampage of posters promoting the upcoming event at 
Ryerson. 


142 http:/www.avoiceformalestudents.com/realizing-their-ideas-cant-compete-in-a- 
free-world-feminists-resort-to-censorship-yet-again-at-ryerson-university/ 
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By “bullying tactics,” I am referring to blocking entrances to events, 
pulling fire alarms while events were in progress, shouting hateful abuses at 
attendees while wearing masks, as well as fining CAFE high-dollar “security 
fees” simply for speaking. ... 

“These are popping up around campus again. If you see them, pull them 
down?” 

“Protip: they make great placemats if you're eating a sloppy, messy 
lunch!” ... 

Interestingly, the title of the event itself is “Feminism, Free Speech, and 
Censorship of Men's Issues.” Notice how these people are laughing at the 
very possibility that men's issues could be censored while themselves 
promoting the suppression of speech and alternative points of view. 

This tactic isn't anything new, of course. Feminists tore down posters at 
the CAFE event featuring Dr. Warren Farrell. Earlier this week I reported on 
how the president of the National Union of Students in New South Wales, 
Australia, encouraged students to tear down posters which asked if it was 
more morally acceptable to live in fear of men than any other group. 

This same exact thing happened at Arizona State University, where 
Feminist students tore down the same exact posters. And Feminists caught on 
video also tore down those same posters when John Hembling of A Voice for 
Men was posting them on private property after he obtained permission to do 
sO. 

.. rammed down people's throats by coercion, intimidation, and false 
accusations (tactics which Feminists — despite their hollow claims of 
“tolerance” — are famous for)»'* (avoiceformalestudents) 


Feminist assumptions are demonstrably false; already feminist terms 
twist contexts and facts, lead perception and thinking in a wrong direction. 
Even the chosen topics are ideological, reinforce inverted perceptions, steer 
thinking and research in an ideology-confirming direction. Non-feminist 
topics are often almost non-existent. 


«At that instant, a male colleague entered the lounge, and I asked him if 
he could remember seeing any reference within the past decade to a female 
scholar writing upon any but a feminist topic. He frowned a moment and 
then confessed that he could not. “Neither can I,” I told him»' (the Free- 
man) 


143 http://www.avoiceformalestudents.com/realizing-their-ideas-cant-compete-in-a- 
free-world-feminists-resort-to-censorship-yet-again-at-ryerson-university/ 
144 http://fee.org/freeman/feminist-censorship 
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Feminist indoctrination preempts open censorship, controlling thoughts 
before and as they arise by prescribing feminist themes and terms. 


«Culture of censorship” debate rages on as O'Neill and Hitchens con- 
firmed to speak at Union 

10th January 2015 at 4:40 pm by Eleanor Sharman 

The saga started back in November. Oxford's feminist movement rose 
up against Brendan O’Neill and Tim Stanley's debating whether a ‘culture of 
abortion’ damages us all; objection was raised on the basis that the partici- 
pants, being without womb, were in no position to comment on the rights of 
womb-owners. The debate was, in the end, stopped — amid colossal contro- 


versy.»'* 


Part of the “feminist (un)culture of censorship” was and is the tendency 
to exclude men altogether. The term “womb owner” is also treacherous. 


«Reddit CEO Ellen Pao Wants To Censor Your Opinions 

Taking a stand for free speech 

Mendicant Bias, May 25, 2015 

Ellen Pao, the woman who was once Reddit's business and partnerships 
strategist, appears to have some serious problems with the idea of free 
speech. 

Ms. Pao ... is no stranger to the notion of using every means at her 
disposal to squash the opinions of those with whom she disagrees. ... 
However, once you realise that this is exactly how SJWs and feminists 
behave once they gain power... And to them, the only ends worth pursuing 
are those which support ephemeral, ill-defined yet highly emotive causes 
such as “female equality.” Unimportant notions like facts, logic, and reality 
are not allowed to intrude upon their ideology»'“* (reaxxion) 


Problems with free speech are the norm, not an isolated case. Since the 
rise of the first feminist wave, dissenters have been suppressed. But freedom 
of speech is the basis of our civilisation; those who are not prepared to grant 
it as a matter of course and to everyone, those who feel uncomfortable with 
freedom of speech and therefore suppress it intuitively, whether openly or 
subliminally, have no business in areas where freedom of speech is an indis- 
pensable prerequisite. Those who act in this way disqualify themselves and 
show that they are not up to the demands and misuse the means of power 


145 http://versanews.co.uk/2015/01/10/culture-of-censorship/ 
146 http:/Awww.reaxxion.com/8962/reddit-ceo-ellen-pao-wants-to-censor-your- 
opinions 
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they have been given. Those who abuse them must be deprived of them, 
otherwise democracy will die. 


«Amy Geliebter, typical cowardly censorship-loving feminist thug 

January 31, 2015 By AVfM Video Source 57 Comments 

Another feminist is at it again, using the fascist tactic of censorship 
because someone dared question her ideology or criticize her point of view. 

SkepTorr recently became another in a long line of victims of fascist 
feminist censorship, this time usng phony DMCA (copyright) claims on 
YouTube.»!*” 


Feminist censorship systematically removes not only dissenters, but also 
non-feminist views, arguments and facts they do not like from media and 
perception. Thus, feminist censorship also exacerbates the problem of 
skewed perception. 


«Mar 30 2013, produced by Paul McKeever 

Helpless Homolka: How Justice was Battered by Feminist Censorship 

This short feature was researched and produced by Paul McKeever ... 
Watch, and see how radical leftist, feminist ideology was used to characterize 
Karla Homolka's criminal activities as the act of a helpless victim of battered 
wife's syndrome. Learn how a publication ban helped cover-up radical femi- 
nist attorney general Marion Boyd's so-called “deal with the devil” until after 
the election of 1995.»'** (freedomparty) 


Another classic case of censorship is when those in power try to hide 
their misdeeds through censorship (for example until after re-election); this 
kind of abuse of power has of course always existed, only in dictatorship sys- 
tems like the feminist one it is much more extensive. 


To be censored, it is not necessary to be a man or a non-feminist. Devia- 
tions from the doctrine and use of reason are enough. 


«Indeed, for a dramatic contrast we might consider the manner in which 
the precious little darlings at Oberlin College have this week protested the 
visit of the “factual feminist,” Christina Hoff Sommers. First we saw the 
willful conflation of violence and language — a calling card of all would-be 


147 http://www.avoiceformen.com/feminism/amy-geliebter-typical-cowardly- 
censorship-loving-feminist-thug/ 

148 http:/Awww.freedomparty.on.ca/archive/2013/03/30/helpless-homolka-how-ju- 
stice-was-battered-by-feminist-censorship 
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censors. Next came the pretense that to debate is in fact to “silence.” And, 
finally, we were subjected to the predictable insistence that there are some 
opinions that are just too egregious to be heard.»'” (nationalreview) 


A review of the volume “The Gendering of the World” was also rejected 
on the same grounds: 


«Elisabeth fe St (Wi @buecher-magazinf) 


30.09.2015 

To: Jan Deichmohle 

Dear Mr Deichmohle, 

the horror of the website you link to suggests that your book is similarly 
horrifying. I will therefore ignore it. 

With warm regards, 

Elisabeth J 

P.S.: Your thesis is nonsense.» 


“Horrifying” is one of the standard feminist — female-feeling — subjecti- 
ve justifications for censorship and boycott, openly or silently, unless mental 
nuclear weapons like “misogynist”, “rape advocate”, “chauvinist” or “miso- 
gynist” are used for no reason at all, or verbal kicks below the belt like 
“small penis” to silence dissenters. However, it is not only verbal kicks to 
sensitive external male genitals — just now (17.10.2015) I read an internal 
correspondence suggesting the need to wear a scrotum protector as a man be- 
cause of the unpredictable aggressiveness of feminist-minded congress parti- 
cipantesses if someone dares to contradict feminist ideas. Because of such 
psychological terror, which has been practised for decades, no man dares to 
argue in a fundamentally anti-feminist way. No man in the internal corre- 
spondence, which of course cannot be published here at present, was pre- 
pared to speak his mind at a normal congress of our states. Yet this circle is 
the “toughest” critics of feminism that can still exist at this time. The que- 
stion logically arises whether a democracy can function with such women 
whose presence stifles freedom of speech — with a wide range of psycho 
terror, fear of violence and castration to manipulation and brainwashing from 
childhood. This also puts conflicts of the past in a different light. 


«There were quite a few men who came up to me afterwards (during 
one of the breaks) and whispered to me that they admired my courage, that 


149 http:/Avww.nationalreview.com/article/4 17256/how-censor-speakers-college- 
campuses-charles-c-w-cooke 
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they had not dared to say such a thing in front of 300 delegates (of which 
about 140 were women), and whether I had not been afraid of being castrated 
after this vote.» (Source and authenticity known to the author, likewise with 
the statement about scrotum protection) 


The above source must remain unnamed for its protection and con fiden- 
tiality. However, I vouch for the correctness of the quotation. Actually, this 
should be sufficient to declare invalid, if necessary before a fair, reshuffled 
Federal Constitutional Court, or a world court, all elections and votes that 
have come about under such pressure, with freedom of speech suppressed 
and opposition silenced, and under false pretences. 


«by DAVID FRENCH June 4, 2015 6:00 PM @DAVIDAFRENCH 

It allows persecution of anyone who contravenes feminist doctrine. If 
you are a dissenting professor or a male student in modern American higher 
education, there is a chance that you'll be subjected to legal proceedings so 
bizarre, so opaque, and so unfair that you won't believe they could happen in 
the United States of America. On the basis of the most flimsy of complaints, 
supported by minimal to nonexistent evidence, you can find yourself depri- 
ved of a lawyer and facing tribunals of hostile, barely trained ideologues ap- 
plying only the flimsiest rules of evidence. 

... there are dozens more [cases] that go wholly unreported, hidden be- 
hind university confidentiality requirements. ... Universities are in the grip of 
a feminist-driven hysteria, with university campuses inaccurately portrayed 
as among America's most dangerous places for young women.»'*® (national- 
review) 


With so much feminist censorship, we need not be surprised if the mino- 
rity feminist group “Feminists Against Censorship” also censors its own 
posts. 


«Tuppy Owens: I Was Censored By Feminists 
... Well, this paragraph was censored out, and I declared “I've been 
censored by FeministsAgainstCensorship!”»'*' (moronwatch) 


It might be funny if it weren't so bad: “Feminists against censorship” 
censoring a woman in her own publication. It seems incomprehensible how 
such ideologues could ever come to power; it should have been clear to 


150. http://www.nationalreview.com/article/419344/title-ix-all-purpose-leftist- 
excuse-david-french 
151. http://moronwatch.net/2013/05/tuppy-owens-i-was-censored-by-feminists.html 
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everyone that oppressive, censorship-minded ideologues must be kept out of 
power at all costs in order to protect freedom. Giving in to them is reminis- 
cent of “Biedermann and the Arsonists”. They are the problem of higher edu- 
cation and of today's research, which is no longer factual and objective, 
starting with the questions. They are the problem of public and political 
power, which is misused for worldwide indoctrination. (see “The Gendering 
of the World’’) Instead of showing the red card to hysterical enemies of free - 
dom and objective science, they have even been promoted and favoured with 
all their might. Whole generations have been manipulated in such a way that 
they will probably never wake up in their lifetime and realise what has been 
played with them. Only distant generations in the future will be able to 
recognise the full extent of the catastrophe. This book is intended for them. 


«Sunday, 10 February 2013 

THE 100 MEN'S HUMAN RIGHTS SITES FEMINISTS SEEK TO 
CENSOR 

... men's human rights sites been censored and smeared by major mobile 
phone companies in the UK. It has now emerged that Norton is also smearing 
most of our movement as hateful, with its DNS service blocking access to 
many of the most popular sites, this blog included. 

.. it's abundantly clear we have no tolerance here for sexism towards 
anyone, and the whole point of this site is to campaign against sexism and 
gender hatred... 

Previous lists of banned sites totalled 21 URLs, my research more than 
doubles that total to at least 48 sites and 54 urls... 

even more academic resources such as manwomanmyth are barred too... 

Even completely mainstream figures such Glenn Sacks' nationally 
syndicated (and no doubt fully FCC compliant) “His Side” radio show don't 
escape Norton's censors... 

ROLL OF HONOUR 

(expanded to 122 sites on 10/07/2013)»'” (therightsofman) 


Like the list of books banned and burned in 1933, appears the list of 
over 100 domains of men's and human rights activists that feminists sought 


to censor, block, remove from the net. 


«Feminist Critics 


152 http://therightsofman.typepad.co.uk/the_rights_ of man/2013/02/the-48-mens- 
human-rights-sites-feminists-seek-to-censor.html 
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Some UK-based surfers visiting my website will by met by a blocking 
page declaring it to be a hate site. It isn't. There's no hate-speech there. .. 
Unfortunately it is also fiercely critical of a movement with enough instituti- 
onal clout to persuade the authorities to silence its critics.»'* (feministcritics) 


Since feminist-minded women take their “long march” through instituti- 
ons, they censor unpleasant views.'™* 


«The books that were recently removed from a library in a lightning 
action on the first day of the librarian's holiday because they no longer cor- 
responded to leftist ideology have not reappeared.# 

Hardly anyone noticed that Edeka and Thalia were removing magazines 
from their assortment that did not conform to political correctness. Curiously 
enough, they did so on the grounds that the “established media” had some- 
thing against it. Of course, those who produce propaganda do not want other 
opinions to be heard. 

We live in a phase of increasing disinformation, in which we are con- 
stantly bombarded with the contents of political ideology - sometimes the 
press, radio and television broadcast nothing but constant fire on the subject 
of “gay” for weeks on end, then it's Ukraine, and now refugees. They are 
constantly filled with what we are supposed to hear, and what we are not sup- 
posed to hear, see, read or know, we don't even get any more. That is filtered 
out.»'°° (Hadmut Danisch) 


If feminist-minded people have the necessary power, they silence dis- 
senters. One of their methods is to slander unwanted expressions of opinion 
as “hate speech” and have them blocked. 


«The Feminist Wire censorship: An unpublished response 
May Ist, 2012 | By Adele Wilde-Blavatsky»'”® (butterfliesandwheels) 


The above response to censorship was simply not published. The report 
is representative of countless others that were also not published for reasons 
of opinion, but remained completely unknown to us. Most of the time we are 


153. http://www.feministcritics.org/blog/2015/04/30/some-boilerplate-ive-started-to- 
add-to-my-comments-in-other-places-where-i-link-here/ 

154 Ernest Bax reported on this as early as 1913. 

155 http://www.danisch.de/blog/2015/09/02/dammbruch-an-der-uni-kassel-gender- 
gegen-wissenschaftsfreiheit/ 

156 http://www.butterfliesandwheels.org/20 12/the-feminist-wire-censorship-an- 
unpublished-response/ 
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not even aware of the existence of such misappropriated reports, books, in- 
vestigations, arguments, facts, contributions, comments, answers. 


«03-18-2015, 08:03 AM 

Skaine 

Feminist Censorship and Pillory, preventing due process and judgement 

...It just yell's slander, and its become increasingly common in western 
society to the point where the majority of people are being governed by the 
censorship of these so called “Extreme few” feminist.»'*’ (sherdog) 


Regular state and social processes have been paralysed by such feminist 
censorship. Democracy no longer functions; its organs have been abused, 
turned inside out and transformed into hotbeds of ideology and oppression of 
dissenters. We are governed with a new form of manipulation, up to and in- 
cluding censorship. 


«Feminist Programming & De-Programming 

By coranewbold | 09/30/2015 | Domestic Violence, Feminism, National 
Leave a comment 

Programming is a technique used by cults to assimilate new mem- 
bers into its belief system. In a Feminist society every splinter of cultural 
belief is used to influence a person to believe a certain way. Does the group 
realize this process? No, all it sees is itself pressing their message. They see 
their dream being fulfilled through ‘educating’ others.» '*’ (mensrightsquincy) 


Our society is rightly compared to a cult in the quote. Feminist ideology 
and gender mainstreaming act like sects that systematically manipulate peop- 
le in their thinking and feeling. The whole society has been turned into a fe- 
minist cult. Brainwashing and indoctrination since early childhood is even 
worse than censorship. Once you give in to such sects, you are doomed, be- 
cause they grab power to abuse it. Once they have gained strength, they ma- 
nipulate entire generations, and it is almost impossible to stop them. 


«Feminist Editor Calls for Censoring Non-Feminist Views 
Ashley Rae Goldenberg | July 7, 2015 8:39am ET 


157 http://forums.sherdog.com/forums/f54/feminist-censorship-pillory-preventing- 
due-process-judgement-2961583/ 
158 http://mensrightsquincy.com/ 
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... Its “deputy ideas editor,” however, wants to silence journalism that 
does not fit in with her self-described “feminist” worldview. ... She also 
called for the Washington Post to stop publishing Young's work:»'*’ ( mrctv) 


Right across the world, UN feminists want to enable censorship, just as 
the brainwashing of gender mainstreaming is being mandated worldwide. 
(see “The Gendering of the World’’) 


«The UN wants to censor the entire internet to save feminists' feelings 

by MILO YIANNOPOULOS, 25 Sep 2015 

... The UN is hung up on “cyber violence against women,” a Kafka- 
esque term that is apparently shorthand for “women being criticised on the 
internet.” At least, that's how at least two attendees at the launch of the UN 
report, published by the United Nations Broadband Commission, explained it 
yesterday.»'® (breitbart) 


When feminist censors are allowed to define what is permissible expres- 
sion, there is no more free speech. 


«United Nations and American Feminists push plan for total cen- 
sorship of the Internet 

September 28, 2015 5:11 am EDT 

UNITED NATIONS AND EXTREMIST FEMINISTS TEAM UP TO 
REDEFINE HARASSMENT, END FREE INTERNET 

BY ALEX THOMAS 

(INTELLIHUB) — Fresh off the utter embarrassment of naming Saudi 
Arabia as the head of a key human rights panel, the United Nations is this 
time taking aim at the free internet with a plan released Thursday by the 
organizations Broadband Commission for Digital Development that, if 
implemented, would literally end the internet as we know it. ... 

In an article for the Washington Post, Caitlin Dewey reveals some of the 
stunning censorship plans being pushed by the UN»'* (intellihub) 


In comparison, it's a marginal note, yet symptomatic and disturbing, 
when the circulation of magazines is prevented for trivial reasons. 


159 «>» (http://www.imrctv.org/blog/feminist-editor-calls-censoring-non-feminist- 
views) 

160 http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2015/09/25/u-n-womens-group-calls- 
for-web-censorship/ 

161 https://www.intellihub.com/united-nations-and-american-feminists-push-plan- 
for-total-censorship-of-the-internet/ 
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«Mariam Koslay 

When the ideologies of one group transcend current diverse opinions 
and preferences. When power is given to those that are, in essence, ordinary 
civilians. 

This organisation is Collective Shout, an Australian feminist group 
which has successfully pressured Coles into removing Zoo magazine 
from its shelves around the country.»'” (thecityjournal) 


Because of the almost total loss of natural culture, natural structures, 
views and feelings, usually only personally affected individuals sometimes 
wake up and realise that something is wrong, that they are being manipulated 
and censored. But culture and natural feelings can no longer grow back and 
mature, they perish; we become blind, manipulated beings cheated of culture 
and a fulfilled life, as described in Orwell's and Huxley's dystopias. 


«How Feminist Censorship Introduced Me To The Red Pill 

... At first, she said she was raped. When university police tried to go 
over the details with her, she changed her tune — it had been consensual 
after all, she said. This was all outlined in police reports. Cops have told me 
this is a common situation on campus.... 

The mere mention of alcohol angered a campus feminist group that 
accused me of blaming the victim and being part of “rape culture.” Even 
though it was fact, they felt I shouldn't have mentioned it.»'® (returnofkings) 


Although the much bigger scandal is already anti-scientific feminist 
doctrine at universities, in research, politics and everywhere else, the ideolo- 
gical terms, assumptions, choice of topics and approaches, censorship cases 
are reported at best when in rare cases something non-feminist appears at 
universities — even if only in the skewed perception of feminist mind- 
sniffers. A non-feminist indoctrinated mind unclouded by skewed perception 
would have to ask the opposite questions ... and, among other things, expel 
the feminist ideology virus and the supporters of censorship from the univer- 
sities and other offices and spheres of power, instead of promoting them. 


«By Ian Dunt 
Wednesday, 30 September 2015 11:58 AM 
Follow iandunt 


162 http://thecityjournal net/opinion/modern-day-feminist-censorship/ 
163 http:/www.returnofkings.com/5623/how-feminist-censorship-introduced-me-to- 
the-red-pill 
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For the first time in a long time, the censors are on the back foot. Efforts 
to ban secular campaigner Maryam Namazie from speaking at Warwick Uni- 
versity have been reversed. Then yesterday, feminist campaigners Caroline 
Criado Perez and Julie Bindel pulled out of the Feminism in London confe- 
rence in protest at efforts to no-platform fellow panellist Jane Fae.»'™ (poli- 
tics.co.uk) 


Open censorship is considered unprofessional today. The art is to indoc- 
trinate people at an early stage so that they can no longer think anything that 
needs to be censored. But this is not always successful, which then leads to 
the cases described here. 


«By Margaret Knapp | August 6, 2015 ... 

“That kind of censorship was shockingly unprofessional. The liberal 
major media were trying to bury the story by ignoring it,” Paglia, a professor 
of humanities and media studies at the University of the Arts in Philadelphia, 
told Salon.»'® (cnsnews) 


Without wanting to judge the case, this reveals a popular method: 
ignore. 


«Feminist Censorship 

OrasiMTapHbIit MacKyJIM3M 

Aug 25, 2015 at 8:32 pm 

Feminists are so focused on not allowing ANYONE to think a different 
way, they find someone through twitter to pull down the fliers, even though 
my tiny town is BARELY on the map!!»'® (mensrightsquincy, vk) 


A tendency to feel uncomfortable when there are disapproved opinions, 
and furthermore, to consequently ban such disapproved opinions, should dis- 
qualify. But the state does the opposite: it not only allows forces inclined to 
censorship and abuse of power, but even promotes them vehemently. 


«TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 15, 2015 
Feminist Harpy Defends Censorship at Oxford Union 


164 http://www.politics.co.uk/blogs/2015/09/30/feminist-backlash-against-the- 
censors-shows-tide-turning-in 
165 http://cnsnews.com/news/article/margaret-knapp/pro-choice-feminist-berates- 
liberal-medias-censorship-planned-parenthood 
166 (http://mensrightsquincy.com/, 
https://vk.com/video-24644614 171369593 ?list=fa8e13286d08ef45 fe) 
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Of course, these sorts of attitudes are not limited to the U.K. This sort of 
attitude should remind one of some things that have happened at Marquet- 
te.»!°’ (mu-warrior) 


The list of censorship cases found since the release of the previous volu- 
me (days or weeks ago) may be tiring. But it is important to document cen- 
sorship. Much as I may pity readers who have to wade through this appendix, 
I must not omit the evidence in order to spare them. 


«December 8, 2014 

5 Examples Of Feminist Censorship That Will Make You Rethink 
Online Bullying 

By Janet Bloomfield 

... The media will often frame these issues as men harassing women 
when, in fact, men are harassed more often than women online. ... feminist 
media censors are not addressing the very real harassment and abuse that 
occurs on social media but rather are using their newly found powers to 
censor voices they do not agree with. Here are five examples of feminists 
removing voices they do not want to be heard. 

1. Dean Esmay 

Dean Esmay is an activist, father, fan of Dr. Who and writer with an 
interest in issues that affect boys and men. He was invited by Huffington 
Post UK to become a weekly contributor, and he wrote very well-received 
posts ... Esmay is also the managing editor at A Voice for Men... When 
Soraya Chemaly, a feminist writer, discovered that Esmay was writing about 
gender issues from a non-feminist perspective, she tweeted that it was a 
mistake — and one that would be corrected. Within hours of that tweet, 
Esmay's writing disappeared from Huffington Post UK. 

2. Chris Good 

... the day after Esmay's writing was removed, Good's articles were also 
removed for including the clearly offensive statement “I am an advocate for 
women's rights. I have daughters and hate the thought of them facing 
discrimination ... But I have a son too...” These are the words that Huffington 
Post UK has now deemed unfit to publish, apparently at the prompting of 
feminists. 

3. Milo Yiannopoulos 

... If given enough power, they will silence all dissenters. That should 
give us pause for thought. 


167 http://mu-warrior.blogspot.de/2015/09/feminist-harpy-defends-censorship- 
at.html 
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4. Dr.Philip Mason 

Dr. Philip Mason is a British scientist ... Mason, however, made the 
mistake of questioning gamer critic Anita Sarkeesian, including hilariously 
mocking her master's thesis, in which the only piece of data she collected 
disproves her entire argument... Mason was suspended on Twitter as well, 
apparently for linking to the Sarkeesian YouTube videos... 

5. Mykeru 

These five examples are evidence that when feminists are given 
power ... they use that power to silence critics, reframing that criticism as 
abuse.»'® (thoughtcatalog) 


After this long list of present-day censorship cases, it should be pointed 
out that feminist censorship was not only criticised in 1913, but also in the 
period between then and now. 


«A generation ago, the French sexologist, René Guyon, pointed out a 
few “feminist errors”: 

In her fits of spleen, woman will not grant others the freedom she de- 
sires for herself. That is why she becomes a fanatical prohibitionist. (Sexual 
Freedom, New York, 1958)»'® (December 1985. Freethinker (London), pa- 
ganpressbooks) 


The whole thing has now become a massive, clear terror of opinion that 
permeates the whole of society, with a focus on the universities, the centres 
of intellect and research. Freedom has perished. 


«Feminism and Censorship in the United States 

John Lauritsen 

Jerry Falwell's obnoxious Moral Majority is only one of many repressi- 
ve movements ... a strident minority of men-hating feminists have joined for- 
ces with ultra-conservative elements in a crusade to promote censorship and 
conformity. .. Strange alliances have been formed.»'” (paganpressbooks) 


A whole mob of mind controllers intimidates professors and publicists 
to suppress any expression contrary to feminism or gender. Although the 
pressure threatens people's professional and thus economic livelihoods, as 


168 http://thoughtcatalog.com/janet-bloomfield/2014/12/5-examples-of-feminist- 
censorship-that-will-make-you-rethink-online-bullying/ 

169 http://paganpressbooks.com/jpl/JPL-PORN.HTM 

170 (December 1985. Freethinker (London), http://paganpressbooks.com/jpl/JPL- 
PORN.HTM 
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well as their academic and private reputations, concrete heads of the fourth 
power continue to vehemently deny that “such a thing as censorship” can 
exist in our system, dismissing the evidence into the realm of “conspiracy 
theory” or “narcissistically aggrieved” dissidents. 


«Who's scared shitless of the mob? Of genderista and mind-sniffers 

18 May 2015 ... 

From Miinkler-Watch, the attempt by anonymous people to defame Her- 
fried Miinkler. ... 

They either say little or nothing and don't want to be quoted. ... “People 
at Humboldt University are afraid”, is how Haupt sums up the unproductive 
telephone calls with the professors concerned. Because: character assassinati- 
on is currently a means used effectively by the anonymous mob»'”! (science- 
files) 


Libraries are a favourite target of feminist censors who seek to manipu- 
late the world's memory. Just as the burning of the famous Library of Ale- 
xandria represents the fall of the ancient world and the dawn of the “Dark” 
Ages, feminist brainwashing and censorship could usher in a new, much 
darker age. 


«Feminist censorship in Southern Illinois 

July 8, 2015 By AVfM Video Source 19 Comments 

The nascent Men's Rights Quincy recently experienced attempts at cen- 
sorship by feminists at their local public library. Cora Newbold reports.» !” 
(avoiceformen) 


If after three decades, far too late, it has been possible to place a topic 
critical of feminism with a publisher, established media will remain just as 
silent as before. Yet even from bloggers, strange answers arrive when re- 
viewing is asked for. 


«Subject: Re: The Gendering of the World — new non-fiction book 
From: BE @ literaturschock Jj 

CC: deichmohle 

Date: Sun, 27 Sep 2015 20:18:50 +0200 

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen, 


171 http://sciencefiles.org/2015/05/18/wer-hat-vorm-mob-die-hosen-voll-bildun/ 
172 «» (http://www.avoiceformen.com/mens-rights/feminist-censorship-in-southern- 
illinois/) 
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It would be my pleasure to review this book. Would you send me a 
review copy? 

Yours sincerely 

Susanne 

Literaturschock.de & Leserunden.de» 


Before the review copy could be sent out, a rejection arrived the very 
next morning. Apparently some critical posts had been found on the internet 
and someone had “got cold feet” — or they initially thought the book was fe- 
minist, agreed enthusiastically, then noticed the critical direction and imme- 
diately rejected it. 


«Subject: Re: Die Genderung der Welt — neues Sachbuch 
From: (@literaturschock 
CC: deichmohle@ 
Date: Mon, 28 Sep 2015 09:13:04 +0200 

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen, 

I'm sorry, I've changed my mind. Please do not send me a review copy. 
Yours sincerel 
Susanne a 


Literaturschock.de & Leserunden.de»y 


This is only surpassed by classic prejudice, namely judgement pre / 
before knowledge, i.e. in ignorance. 


« From: el @buecher-magazin§ es 

Dear Mr Deichmohle, 

the horribleness of the website you link to suggests that your book is 
similarly horrifying. Therefore, I will ignore it. 

... P.S.: Your thesis is nonsense. Think about it!» 


Feminists can declare a statement nonsense without having seen the ar- 
guments and evidence. 


A common method of defamation is “ad hominem”, attacking authors 
personally for lack of substantive arguments, a very popular and widespread 
bad habit among feminists as a standard method, which has become the norm 
since the second feminist wave and characterises e.g. every election cam- 
paign in the USA today. Before the feminist wave, this kind of thing was 
frowned upon and would not have influenced the audience in the desired 
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direction; rather, pre-feminist people would have turned away in disgust from 
agitators who use low means such as personal slander. 


Feminists have called private matters political when they concerned 
themselves and used this principle to spread personal problems in the world 
by means of feminism and to cause problems for many people. Their battle 
cry was: “The private is political!”, which since 1968 has applied exclusively 
to feminists and left-wing radicals. For men and non-left radicals, the oppo- 
site is true — for them, the private is not political, but conversely, problems 
politically generated by feminists and left radicals, which have a crippling ef- 
fect on their private lives, are private. 


The following personal slander is made even more senseless by the fact 
that feminism often arose from personal problem'” that were then imposed 
on the rest of the world, as explained at the end of the chapter on the lesbian 
agenda. The following outbursts are therefore not only a logical error known 
as “ad hominem”, but an inversion of the facts into the exact opposite, be- 
cause feminism arose from personal problems and misunderstandings: 


«Re: Explosive groundbreaking book: War against man, nature and 
culture 

Jana R. (Wl @rogge-weimarff) 

Dear Mr Deichmohle, 

please take our publishing house off your mailing list. 

We have already taken a stand. 

We are sorry that you seem to have problems with women in your life. 
However, we do not see ourselves in a position to be available to help you 
deal with personal problems. 

With kind regards 

Jana R. 

ROGGE GmbH)» (Response to manuscript submission of this book 
“Critique of Feminist Ideology”) 


Ad hominem. By the way, according to this logic, many works founding 
feminism should have been rejected. But unfortunately, the innate skewed 
view, reinforced by civilisation, radicalised once again by feminism, pulls 
here: women are given privileged treatment and not rejected, even if the fe- 
minist actually has personal problems and brews a dangerous ideology out of 


173 see also a report by Erin Pizzey about feminists from dysfunctional families 
who then inferred from themselves to others, thus founding second-wave 
feminism 
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them. Men are disadvantaged and rejected, as nonsensical as the accusation 
against the critic of feminism is. Only a strong personality without problems 
will be able to write something good about such explosive topics on mined 
terrain despite fierce oppression without failing at the task and becoming 
angry, subjective, fact-resistant and ideological like feminists. 


It even becomes cynical in the case where feminists deliberately cause 
problems for men, about which they are then not allowed to write, because 
the victims created by oppression are, on top of that, ridiculed by their op- 
pressoresses because of the problems they have caused! 


Another revealing publisher's rejection received after “The Gendering 
of the World” went to press: 


«10.09.2015 at 11:15 am... 

When reading your manuscript, we also found that its content does not 
fit the long-term orientation of our publishing programme.» (Merle G., 
Publishing Management, Louisoder Verlagsgesellschaft mbH) 


Since there is no publisher critical of feminism, a book with such 
content cannot really fit into any publishing programme. With this argument, 
any criticism can be kept out of the book market. The task of a real publisher 
is, of course, to give new ideas a place, to create this place if necessary. With 
such phrases, those in power can talk their way out of things and pretend that 
“everything is going its right socialist” way, which in this case is the “right 
feminist way’, and in yet another dictatorship would have been the equally 
wrong “national socialist way”. All three forms of dictatorship have in com- 
mon that those in power believe that everything they do is right and just, 
while they suppress and silence any opposition so radically that it is no 
longer perceived as existing. 


«17.8.2022 

Not only am I passing on your project, CRITIQUE OF FEMINIST 
IDEOLOGY, but this proposal is one of the most offensive things I've ever 
read. I would hope that reading about me and my agency would be enough to 
show you that your perspective is incredibly insulting to women, but since 
that was not sufficient, please do not query me again. 

Best, 

Erin Clyburn 

Literary Agent 

Howland Literary» 
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< Query Reply from Erin Clyburn 
Sy an Sie 


Query Reply from 


burr 


CRITIQUE OF FEMINIST IDEOLOGY 


Since feminists seized power in the media in 1968, they have destroyed 
the liberal order by preventing other views from reaching the public, thus 
establishing a dictatorship of ideology. Several German-language publishers 
have already banned me from submitting my work. An English-language 
publishing house is now doing the same. What they don't realise is that they 
are rejecting books for reasons of opinion, that is, for reasons of their ideolo- 
gy. In this way, feminist ideology has sealed itself off from any deeper criti- 
cism since 1968. It is precisely this suppression that my books have docu- 
mented for decades. Feminist ideological dictatorship can hardly show itself 
more clearly than her rejection on grounds of ideology and her ban on sub- 
missions. It's incredibly insulting to women what kind of oppression 
feminists do in their name. 


Feminists have been attacking men in mudslinging for generations, 
insulting and humiliating them, but they cannot stand any objective criticism, 
react in an insulted manner and melt like a snowflake when someone contra- 
dicts them. Critique of feminism has no chance of being heard in the media 
or publishing houses, is systematically suppressed and the mere existence of 
critique is taken as an insult. This is not an isolated case. That's how all 
established media, publishing houses and literary agencies of western coun- 
tries have reacted since the 1970s. The repression of our own men is as radi- 
cal as political repression in North Korea, except that feminists use different 
methods. 

«Sorry, your query was declined Aug 16, 2022 

Dear Jan, 

Thanks for querying me. I'm afraid CRITIQUE OF FEMINIST IDEO- 
LOGY doesn't sound like a good fit for my list ... 
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Query Received Aug 16, 2022» 


Sorry, your query was declined on Aug 16, 2022. (See the letter below for details.) 
But you can find other agents and publishers to query at QueryTracker.net 


Activity: 


~ Sorry, your query was declined - Aug 16, 2022 


Dear Jan, 

Thanks for querying me. I'm afraid CRITIQUE OF FEMINIST IDEOLOGY doesn't sound like a good fit for my list at this time. | wish you all the best with your writing career 
and hope you find the right agent for you soon. 

Best, 

Jessica Alvarez 

Senior Literary Agent 

BookEnds Literary 

www.bookendsliterary.com 

@AgentJessicaA 


Y Query Received - Aug 16, 2022 


The next agency rejected within hours the same day, saying that “Criti- 
que of Feminist Ideology” did not sound like a good fit for their list. Appa- 
rently, she only read the title and therefore rejects a book because of its title, 
which implies a view that criticises her ideology. 


Re: Query: Critique of Feminist Ideology by Jan Deichmohle, adult nonfiction 
submissions@illliterary.com | 9:55AM | 22 Minuten gelesen 


Dear Jan, 


Thank you for thinking of the Lennon-Ritchie agency. This isn't a book we want to represent. 
Good luck with your search for an agent. 


Sincerely, 
All the warring mis-informed feminists at The Lennon-Ritchie agency. 


On Wed, 7 Sept 2022 at 09:26, deichmohle <i wrote: 
Dear A, 


This book fills a huge gap in the shelves and presents the best arguments from the 1950s until today to refute the ideology of feminism. The 
book deals with globally important topics that are central to life, including male losers. No one else had the courage and the knowledge to write 
this book. Anyone who does not want to be misinformed should read it. 


«7 Sept 2022 at 9:55 

Dear Jan, 

Thank you for thinking of the Lennon-Ritchie agency. This isn't a book 
we want to represent. Good luck with your search for an agent. 

Sincerely, 

All the warring mis-informed feminists at The Lennon-Ritchie agency. 

On Wed, 7 Sept 2022 at 09:26 

Dear ma. 

This book fills a huge gap in the shelves and presents the best argu- 
ments from the 1950s until today to refute the ideology of feminism. The 
book deals with globally important topics that are central to life, including 


290 


male losers. No one else had the courage and the knowledge to write this 
book. Anyone who does not want to be misinformed should read it.» 


This agency rejected within 29 minutes of submission, sneering “All the 
warring mis-informed feminists at The Lennon-Ritchie agency.” They thus 
proclaim that the whole literary agency thinks feminist. Since the shoe fits, 
they wear it. This has been the case throughout the media in Western coun- 
tries since 1968. Most contemporaries do not notice because they themselves 
have been more or less influenced by feminism, and therefore do not clash 
enough to suffer the truth in their own bodies and lives and to realise it in the 
process. The agency clearly states that it rejects a book — unread due to the 
rapid rejection within minutes — solely because of its feminist-critical con- 
tent, that they don't want to represent critique of feminism. Moreover, the 
phrase “Good luck with your search for an agent.”, which seems friendly on 
the surface, has a jeering undertone, because they know very well that almost 
all literary agents, especially the media and the literary industry, feel similar- 
ly. When a generation of feminist women entered media in 1968, tolerance 
and freedom of expression were over. Since then, these terms have been 
twisted in an Orwellian sense and used to justify the suppression of other 


views and attitudes. 
< Re: QUERY: Critique of Feminist Ideology 


Susanna{iiiiiiiil<submissions@ cin] > SS a oss 
An: Sie So, 11.09.2022 23:36 
Sorry Mrs. Deichmohle, it is with great regret i must remind you that women cannot write or read, as you, Jane, so wonderfully exemplified with this god awful drivel of a 
manuscript. | also can't read, since i too, am a woman. Tough luck! 
On Tue, Aug 30, 2022 at 4:43 AM Jan Deichmohle <deichmohle@ > wrote: 


Dear Paloma, 


This book fills a huge gap in the shelves and presents the best arguments from the 1950s until today to refute the ideology of feminism. No one else had the courage and the knowledge to write this 
book. Anyone who does not want to be misinformed should read the book. It is the most convenient and viable way away from current prejudices to a more realistic view. So far, no publisher in the 
English-speaking world has been contacted, but submissions to literary agencies have been made. This book needs to be brought to the attention of the public, as we are being misinformed ina 
one-sided way. 


«Sun, 11.09.2022 23:36 

Sorry Mrs. Deichmohle, it is with great regret 1 must remind you that 
women cannot write or read, as you, Jane, so wonderfully exemplified with 
this god awful drivel of a manuscript. I also can’t read, since 1 too, am a 
woman. Tough luck!» (Susanna, literary agent) 


When stubborn feminist generations occupied the levers of media power 
from 1968 onwards and have since misused media for one-sided propaganda, 
they have dragged women's honour through the mud and insulted them with 
their misconduct in the name of women. Since 1968, freedom of expression, 
democracy and free order have been an empty facade behind which an extre- 
mist cultural revolution suppresses any dissenting view. As an aside, they 
lack any empathy for the male losers who are suppressed by feminists with 
such emotional fury. 
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Feminist Hatred 


§ eminist Hatred is documented in an appendix chapter of all my non-fiction 


books. Although the work on my previous book has only recently been 
completed, further coincidental finds have been made in the meantime, 
which I do not want to withhold from you: 


«UTOPIA: what would a women's society look like? 

Published October 7, 2014 ... 

SOCIAL STRUCTURES 

Men's position in society 

Before we do anything, the very first measure to adopt is to take all men 
out of all positions of decision-making immediately ... 

All of men's (alive and euthanised) belongings, property, resources 
and land will be confiscated from men and handed back to female care and 
supervision — property rights over land will be abolished. You can't own 
land! 

All men at least above 15 (or younger if very asocial) should live 
separately from women and children, on their own in small huts or studios, 
isolated from one another and scattered around so that women can keep 
an eye on them (they should never be in groups or packs, that would be 
illegal)... 

PIV would be illegal too of course, as well as the initiation of any 
verbal or physical contact to women and girls or boy children, unless 
solicited by a woman for specific matters. I'm not sure what to do about 
boy children. Obviously you know my opinion... 

Family, child-raising and reproduction 

Fathers’ rights will cease to exist. There is no such thing as fatherhood 
— as we all know, it's a myth.. 

The nuclear family will be abolished... And obviously no adult male 
would be allowed near children... 

Men would be permanently banned from any kind of medical 
practice...»'* (radikaler Wind, der durch den weiblichen AuBenraum blast) 


«Und wenn der Serienvergewaltiger vom durchschnittlichen Heterose- 
xuellen unterschieden werden soll, so handelt es sich hauptsaéchlich um einen 
graduellen Unterschied.» (Griffin, siehe Plakat unten) 


174 « (radical wind, blowing through female outerspace, 
https://witchwind.wordpress.com/2014/10/07/utopia-what-would-a-womens- 
society-look-like/) 
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“And ff the professional rapist is to 
be separated from the average 
dominant heterosexual (male), it is 

mainly aquantative differenc 


In order to raise children with 
equality, we must take them away 
from their families and communally 
raise them” 


Dworkin 


“|want to see a man beaten to a 
bloody pulp with a high-heel shoved in 
his mouth like an apple in the mouth of 
a pig” 


“All sex, even consensual sex between 
a married coupie is an act of violence 
perpertrated against a woman” 


Gearhart 


“The proportion of men must be 
reduced and maintained at 


“If life is to survive on this planet 
there must be a decontamination 
of the earth. | think this will be 

companied by an evolutionary 
process that will result in a drastic 
depopulation in the number of males” 


Solanas 


“To call a man an animal is to flatter 
him; he's a machine, a walking dildo” 


Jeffereys 


"When a woman reaches orgasm with 

a man, she ts only collaborating with 

the patriarchal system, eroticising her 
own oppression” 


Brownmiller 


“Rape is nothing more or less than 
E scious process of intimidation 
hich all men keep all women 

in a state of fear" 


"The media treat male assaults on 
women like rape, beating, murder as 
individual aberrations, obscurring 

fact that all male violence toward \ 
is part of a concert mpaign” 


Morgan 


; f. 

"| feel that man-hating is an honourable 
and viable polictical act, that the 
oppressed have a right to class-hatred 
against the class that is oppressing them” 


Gordon 


"The nuclear family must be destroyed 
whatever it's utimate meaning, the 
break up of families is now an 
objectively revolutionary process” 


«The proportion of men must be reduced and maintained at approxi- 
mately 10% of the human race» (Sally Miller Gearhart) 
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«The nuclear family must be destroyed, whatever it's ultimate meaning, 
the break up of families is now an objectively revolutionary process» (Gor- 
don) 


«I want to see a man beaten to a bloody pulp with a high-heel shoved in 
his mouth like an apple in the mouth of a pig» (Dworkin) 


«In order to raise children with equality, we must take them away from 
their families and communally raise them » (Bane) 


«I feel that man-hating is an honourable and viable political act that the 
oppressed have a right to class-hatred against the class that is oppressing 
them» (Robin Morgan, Editor of Miss Magazine) 


«lf life is to survive on this planet, there must be a decontamination of 
the earth. I think this will be accompanied bya an evolutionary process that 
will result in a drastic depopulation in the number of males» (Daly) 


«The media treat male assaults on women like rape, beating, murder as 
individual aberrations obscurring the fact that all male violence towar women 
is part of a concerted campaign» (French) 


«All sex, even consensual sex between a married couple is an act of 
violence perpetuated against women (or hardly distinguishable from it)» 
(McKinnon, who has made similar remarks several times but has litigated 
against this quote) 


«When a woman reaches orgasm with a man, she is only collaborating 
with the patriarchal system, eroticising her own oppression» (Jeffereys) 


«And if the professional rapist is to be separated from the average domi- 
nant heterosexual (male), it is mainly a quantitative difference.» (Griffin) 


«Tracy25 

October 8, 2014 at 2:40 am 

Since you brought up Euthanasia, I would also bring up the Plague, 
and natural solutions to this devastating Overpopulation that men have 
caused and continue to cause by sticking their dicks into Women — this 
includes NTE activists obviously. Besides women Killing men, completely 
regardless to whether they deserve it (of course they do) or whether an 
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uprising of this sort would adhere to natural law (it probably would, although 
our reluctance or aversion to actually doing it may have roots in our own 
natures) there are other ways that a Female Majority world might eventually 
happen.»'” (radical wind, blowing through female outerspace) 


Feminist Quotes 
By Leading Feminists 


“| feel that ‘man-hating' is an honorable and viable political act, that 
the oppressed have a fight to class-hatred against the class that is 
oppressing them.” — Robin Morgan, Ms. Magazine Editor 


“To call a man an animal Is to flatter him; he’s a machine, a walking 
dildo.” — Valerie Solanas 


“| want to see a man beaten to a bloody pulp with a high-heel 
eed in his mouth, like an apple in the mouth of a pig.” — Andrea 
workin 


“Rape ts serene onthe or less than a conscious process of 
intimidation by which all men keep all women in a state of fear™ — 
Susan Brownmiller 


“The more famous and powerful | get the more power | have to hurt 
men.” — Sharon Stone 


“In a patriarchal society, all heterosexual intercourse is rape 
because women, as a group, are not strong enough to give 
meaningful consent.” — Catherine MacKinnon 


“The proportion of men must be reduced to and maintained at 
approximately 10% of the human race." — Sally Miller Gearhart 


“Men who are unjustly accused of rape can sometimes gain from 
the experience.” — Catherine Comins 


“All men are rapists and that's all they are” — Marilyn French 


“Probably the only place where a man can feel really secure is in a 
maximum security prison, except for the imminent threat of release.” 
— Germaine Greer 


«Feminist Quotes By Leading Feminists» 


«The more famous and powerful I get the more power I have to hurt 
men.» (Sharon Stone) 


175 https://witchwind.wordpress.com/2014/10/07/utopia-what-would-a-womens- 
society-look-like/ 
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«Men who are unjustly accused of rape can sometimes gain from the 
experience.» (Catherine Comins) 


«All men are rapists and that's all they are.» (Marilyn French) 


«In a patriarchal societry, all heterosexual intercourse is rape because 
women, wa a group, are not strong enough to give meaningful consent.» (Ca- 
therine McKinnon) 


«Probably the only place where a man can feel really secure is in a 
maximum security prison, except for the imminent threat of release.» (Ger- 
maine Greer) 


«To call a man an animal is to flatter him; he's a machine, a walking 
dildo.» (Valerie Solanas, writer and founder of SCUM [Society for Cutting 
Up Men], has made an assassination attempt on Andy Warhol's life) 


«Rape is nothing more or less than a conscious process of intimidation 
by which all men keep all women in a state of fear.» (Susan Brownmiller) 


Even feminists, who are officially “against censorship” but nevertheless 
practice it themselves, show strong hatred of men, which apparently goes as 
far as the idea that feminists should no longer even sleep with men. 


«Rather reluctantly, I was persuaded by its organisers to join Feminists 
Against Censorship. I didn't really go along with their way of working and 


had nothing in common with the members. One of them asked me, while 


4 ne: P 99, 176 
scrounging a lift in my car, “do you still fuck men?» 


With so much massive feminist hate propaganda, it is not surprising 
when feminist-minded people commit attacks today as they did during the 
lst wave. Within five days, two arson attacks were carried out on critics of 
genderism: 


«In a commentary for the Protestant news agency Idea, the General 
Secretary of the German Protestant Alliance, Hartmut Steeb, condemns the 
arson attack on the DEMO FOR ALL. At the same time, he hopes that this 


176 «» (http://moronwatch.net/2013/05/tuppy-owens-i-was-censored-by- 
feminists. html) 
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“is also a wake-up call for the forces that support violent demonstrators.”’»'”’ 


(ead) 


While feminists are very hypersensitive in interpreting “contempt for 
women” into everything and the opposite whenever something does not suit 
them — even if it is a fact of nature — they engage in it (according to their own 
questionable definitions) more than men. 


«Women most likely to use misogynistic language on Twitter, report 
finds 

More than 60 per cent of offensive tweets posted by women used 
derogatory animal references 

Harriet Agerholm @HarrietAgerholm Sunday 16 October 2016 

More than half of misogynistic posts by Twitter users in the UK and 
America are written by women, according to a new large-scale study. A 
report that analysed 19 million tweets over four years found three million 
posts including insults aimed at women. The users who had posted the insults 
were more likely to be female than male.»'” (Independent) 


All my non-fiction books contain at least one chapter on feminist hatred 
in the appendix. Here I used findings that came in during the short time since 
my previous book went to press — otherwise this chapter would be more 
extensive. 


177 (Sources: www.ead.de, https://demofueralle.wordpress.com/2015/11/05- 
/generalsekretaer-der-evangelischen-allianz-verurteilt-brandanschlag-auf- 
dfa/) 

178 http:/Awww.independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/women-most-likely-use- 
misogynistic-language-twitter-report-finds-a7364226.html 
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One-sidedness and Radical Ideology in 
Literary Agencies — 8th Part 


https://www.andreabrownlit.com/team 


Agents 


Andrea Brown Laura Rennert Caryn Wiseman Jennifer Laughran Jennifer Rofé 
PRESIDENT EXECUTIVE AGENT EXECUTIVE AGENT SENIOR AGENT SENIOR AGENT 
CLOSED to queries OPEN to queries OPEN to queries OPEN to queries OPEN to queries 
—READ MORE— —READ MORE— —READ MORE— —READ MORE— —READ MORE— 
« 
Kelly Sonnack Jamie Weiss Chilton Kathleen Rushall Jennifer Mattson Lara Perkins 
SENIOR AGENT SENIOR AGENT SENIOR AGENT AGENT AGENT 
Queries by referral only CLOSED to queries CLOSED to queries CLOSED to queries CLOSED to queries 
—READ MORE— —READ MORE— —READ MORE— —READ MORE— —READ MORE— 


f} rey > 


Saritza Hernandez Jennifer March Soloway Jemiscoe Chambers-Black Paige Terlip 
AGENT AGENT ASSOCIATE AGENT ASSOCIATE AGENT 
OPEN to queries OPEN to queries OPEN to queries OPEN to queries 


Fibove picture symbolically shows the feminist ‘structural patriarchy’ doing 
the hard work of making men losers and oppressing them by covering up 
“The Oppression of Men” for decades and suppressing it again as a book or 
article so that no one learns about the real existing oppression of men, so that 
it can be further intensified for the benefit of feminist dictatorship of opinion. 


Seven earlier chapters from “Censored: Message in a Bottle to the 
Future” already showed that the vast majority of literars agents are firstly 
feminist-minded, secondly ideologically opposed to human nature, thirdly 
seek out and disseminate LGBTQIA+ propaganda specifically for children 
under eight, children over eight, and teenagers and young adults, fourthly do 
the same with BIPOC already for children, and fifthly are almost exclusively 
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female. The few remaining men are mostly just as feminist and cultural revo- 
lutionary-minded. Genuine criticism of feminism has not stood a chance 
since 1968. The West, which proudly calls itself the ‘free world’, has been 
unfree since at least 1968 and has become the centre of a new type of dicta- 
torship of opinion that fights, bends and would prefer to eradicate human na- 
ture altogether. The beginnings of such an aberration were already visible at 
the beginning of the 20th Century. 


https://www.ladderbird.com/kirsten-aguilar 


Kirsten Aguilar was born and raised in Sonoma, 
California and currently lives in Chicago. She holds an 
MFA in Creative Writing from the University of Notre 
Dame and has had internships at Folio Literary 


Management and Penguin. When she’s not reading or 


writing, she enjoys tending to her (too) many plants, 


attempting to cook, and visiting mountains as often as 
kK l R S| E N she can. She’s obsessed with whales and hummingbirds. 
= = You can find her on Twitter @LitAgentAguilar. 
/ Xe U ll / \ R Across the board, she is looking for work that represents 


the complexity, intersectionality and diversity of the 


world without tokenization. She is especially dedicated 
to representing writers of marginalized communities 
whose stories are often left out of the publishing 
landscape. She would love to see work that centers 


BIPOC and LGBTQIA+ experience. 
«Kirsten ... She is especially dedicated to representing writers of mar gi- 
nalized communities whose stories are often left out of the publishing 
landscape. She would love to see work that centers BIPOC and LGBTQIA+ 


experience.» 


«Dear Kirsten, 

You state: “She is especially dedicated to representing writers of margi- 
nalized communities whose stories are often left out of the publishing 
landscape.” Well, here's a test for your honesty, as well as the honesty of 99% 
of literary agents having similar statements in their self description... I am the 
leading voice of oppressed white, heterosexual male losers ... Will you keep 
word and represent the most marginalized community of our time?» 


These two cover letters are an exception, testing the situation. Let them 
know that my submission is testing them, their behaviour and their asserted 
intentions, not they my book “The Oppression of Men”. 
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My usual cover letter can be read in the foreword. So far, after two 
months, there has been no reply, and none is to be expected. A colleague at 
the agency had already rejected the book in January. 


Title: (required Genre: (required) Word Count: (required) 


The Oppression of Men Cultural/Social Issues a 150,000 


This agent only re 's the genres shown in this list. Selecting an inaccurate Enter the approximate WORD count of your 


is not shown here, please go to book. Enter numbers only. Do not include any 


QueryTracker for a list of agents who do represent your genre. letters or special characters. 


Query Letter: (required) Tips for formatting and pasting text 
B I U & 4 53 
Dear Kirsten, 
You state: "She is especially dedicated to representing writers of marginalized communities whose stories are often left out of the publishing landscape." Well, here's a test 
for your honesty, as well as the honesty of 99% of literary agents having similar statements in their self description. I'm the most marginalized and oppressed voice on earth, 
marginalized since the start of the cultural revolution 1968 by social warriors using statements like yours. | am the leading voice of oppressed white, heterosexual male 
losers. Will you keep your word and represent the most marginalized community of our time? If not, you have proven your statement a blatant lie and also proven "The 


Oppression of Men”, which happens to be the book title. It is you who is tested, not the book. The book is brilliant and a scientific break-through. If you reject YOU FAIL, not 
me. 


[The voice that has been most silenced in human history is the voice of our own male losers. This book has a multi-level approach. Chapter A is scientific. Chapter C is a 
narrative non-fiction book about male losers and could be made into a film. 


The book "The Oppression of Men" is a once-in-a-lifetime chance to discover a breakthrough concerning the strongest taboos of human life. It has the potential to become a 
sensation and media bias scandal. It gives you the opportunity to be the first to tackle a new approach supported by solid modern sciences like evolutionary biology and 
genetics. I'm not exaggerating 


In the days of Galileo and Kepler, almost everyone was convinced that the sun orbits the earth every day, as we could see it with our own eyes. Those who objected were 
considered ridiculous or, worse, were persecuted. Something similar is happening today with regard to the two sexes, men and women, their relationships and their powers. 
Jan Deichmohle has refuted all waves of feminist ideologies in 35 books. In his book “The Oppression of Men” the basic assumptions of all feminist waves not only turn out 
to be wrong — the opposite is actually the case: the male sex has to bear heavy burdens unknown to females and is sexually discriminated against, while females have a 
biological power that the male sex does not have. This is true of most animal species, including humans 


They spread phrases that are radically one-sided and factually wrong. 
They talk about giving voice to the unvoiced, but mean only artificially 
created minorities who are at war with human culture and nature, or those 
who did not exist in Europe before they were called into the country to be 
used as an additional burden against the oppressed. Verbatim, I quoted 
Kirsten, Leticia and a few others to see if they were indeed serious about 
their promise to give voice to the unvoiced and marginalised. As you can 
imagine, they icily marginalised me and denied me a voice. Whatever 
feminists of either sex claim is pretty much the opposite of the truth. 


«Give Voice to the Unvoiced 
Leticia has emerged as a champion of underrepresented voices»'’ 
(Leticia, Savvy Literary) 


9 


«Dear Leticia, 
Give voice to the unvoiced! The voice that has been most silenced in human hi- 
story is the voice of our own male losers. This book has a multi-level approach. 


179 https://savvyliterary.com/ 
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Chapter A is scientific. Chapter C is a narrative non-fiction book about male 
losers and could be made into a film. This book is your chance to keep your pro- 
mise to give a voice to the entirely unvoiced!» 


«Leticia 

So, 29.05.2022 21:30 

Dear Jan, 

Thank you for your recent query. However, I'm sorry to say this is going to 
be a pass for me. 

Best of luck with your project moving forward.» (my submission: 
26.5.2022) 


adderbitd POET pln, “weet, Wha aoe ees gs ene 
LITERARY AGENCY 


WE have a PASSION lor 
Canoe 
voices to the Perron 


FIND OUT MORE 


«We have a PASSION for bringing MARGINALIZED voices to the 
forefront. Find our more» (Ladderbird Literary Agency) 


Well, I found out more: It's a lie! 


«18.1.2022 16:04 

Dear Jan, I'm sorry, but your project is not a perfect fit for me at this 
time. Unfortunately, I will have to pass... 

Sincerely, 

Ladderbird Literary Agency» 


The worst marginalisers — of ‘white, heterosexual male losers’ — are 
those who pretend to loom large in putting passionately marginalised voices 
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at the forefront. Male losers are not only at the back, but wholly and comple- 
tely voiceless in feminist society. This is not a reversal, for they have never 
been heard in history either, but never before has their oppression been so 
radical, total and burdensome as in feminist society. It has always been hard, 
but never as crushingly bad as it is today. Conversely, women have always 
been advantaged. Only the way they want to be advantaged has changed. 


One of the biggest lies propagated by feminist waves for 150 years is 
the ideology of hearing and disseminating unheard or underrepresented 
voices. Those who claim to be advocates for the disadvantaged are the exact 
opposite: they ensure that only voices of women are heard who are biologi- 
cally dominant by sexual selection or voices that are agreeable to feminist 
women. The actual oppressed majority of male losers is totally stifled in an 
ice-cold way. All these self-proclaimed supporters (as well as the few men 
among them) in media of allegedly shortchanged ‘minorities’ and persons 
who would be voiceless only disseminate what supports their own ideology 
and attitude; but the actually disadvantaged and oppressed are exactly those 
who criticise sentiment and ideology in media and power politics, most of all 
white, heterosexual male losers. These have never had a voice, so they are 
also historically disadvantaged. Today, however, it is unthinkable in feminist 
society to let them have their say. My book “The Oppression of Men” is 
already rejected because of the title, often on the day of submission, or I was 
answered that they already disagreed with the first sentence of my cover 
letter: “The voice that has been most silenced in human history is the voice 
of our own male losers.” That's why I've since put a sentence in front of it: 
“This book will change the way in which you see and live in the world.” 


That was an almost verbatim quotation from the demands of a female 
literary agent for books to change the way she sees and lives in the world. Of 
course, it's implicit that all these moral categories have been absolutely one- 
sided for generations. Books, articles, news and opinion pieces are supposed 
to change the way we see the world, but only in the very direction that cultu- 
ral revolutionary ideology is advocating. This means that the change in our 
view of the world and our way of life must necessarily be feminist, but must 
never and under no circumstances be in the opposite direction. The situation 
is similar with other topics such as mass migration, anti-racism, climate acti- 
vism, war and peace, illness and health, or whatever other topic is being 
driven through the journalistic village like a pig in a poke. This goes so far 
that former favourites of their propaganda fall into disgrace: Gay activists 
and lesbian radical feminists (TERF), who yesterday set the tone and were 
considered the ‘most progressive force’ of the ongoing cultural revolution, 
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are now considered ‘reactionary’ because they are ‘transphobic’. The revolu- 
tion eats its children and mothers. Likewise, Alice Schwarzer, the leading fi- 
gure and icon of second-wave German radical feminism, who uncritically 
cheered on male-eradication pamphlets such as S.C.U.M., suddenly became a 
‘conservative reactionary’ because it dawned on her that through trannies 
men can now enjoy the women's bonus, for example in sport or in the media, 
submission to political Islam could degrade feminists to carpet rugs for mili- 
tant, radical Islamists, and her movement thus threatens to abolish itself. 


The oppression of my books for decades is the best and most striking 
evidence of “the oppression of men”, as is the book of the same name, “The 
Oppression of Men”, which is systematically suppressed because the eviden- 
ce presented in this book refutes and even reverses the narrative of feminism. 
Never was that feminist-influenced generation of women that overtook me- 
dia, politics, universities, education and the whole of society concerned with 
preserving the freedom to express dissenting opinions, or even to make facts 
known that refute their propaganda. They were never concermed with justice, 
so that male victims and losers would have a voice, would be heard by the 
public. From the beginning, even in the first wave before the First World 
War, feminists abused society's tolerance to destroy that tolerance, to elimi- 
nate, suppress and forever abolish other views. In all waves they were totali- 
tarian like a political sect that radically suppresses all dissent because it 
would be dangerous to their power if it were possible to criticise them 
openly. 

Since the Western system did not allow for physical repression, as is 
common in classical dictatorships, whether they call themselves communist 
or fascist, it was practised even more effectively and inconspicuously: One 
ridicules and scoffs at critique as ‘nonsense’, ‘conspiracy theory’, ‘confused’, 
‘stupid’ and ‘ridiculous’, makes sure that no one in the media, including seri- 
ous publishers, spreads it. As a result, almost no one takes it seriously, be- 
cause it can only be silly gibberish, if it's so completely against the convicti- 
on of the zeitgeist and is not taken seriously by any established media. The 
boorish, disturbed and empathy-impaired contemporaries who have spawned 
their extremist cultural revolution then insult and ridicule in the vilest way 
below the belt that the mean disturbed are capable of. 


Yet it is feminists themselves who have spread nonsense in all waves. 
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It's almost impossible to translate this nonsense: 


Conventionell 
a mother 
a father 


sister/brother 
daughter/son 


grandmother/grandfather 
aunt/uncle 


Genderless Gender-Inclusive 
a parent-ess/co-parent-ess a mothfa, fathmum, famum, 
an educator person peema, parentix 
a part of parents 
sisterix sisterex 


child, own child, my child,@ 

my brood, my offspring 

my/the/them grandold grannyfa, grannfamo, fagran 
parent sisterix uncaunt, auntunc, aunun 


This is not considered the programme of lunatics, but feminist German 


language reform! 
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Not only media, press, radio and television, politics, education, humani- 
ties subjects, but also entertainment and arts including literature and film 
have become radically one-sided. 


Das war das Jahr Maren Verlags 2020! 


») an die Gastverlegerinnen 
Michaela Maria Miller, Laura Hofmann, Tabea Steiner, 
Katharina Peham & Julia Kna&, Lara Gross 


(BER BERGE, 
MENSCHENJUND 
INSBESONDERE 
BERGSCHNECK EN 


y 
Michaela Maria Muller Wirmuesstenmalreden Anais Meier 
Kochen mit Zukunft mit Hannah Mare Uber Berge, Menschen 
E-Book, 4,99 EUR Dear Discrimination und insbesondere 
Ringbuch, 20 EUR E-Book, 4,99 EUR Bergschnecken 
Taschenbuch, 14,99 EUR E-Book, 7,99 EUR 


Hardcover, 14,99 EUR 


UN_MASKING 
HERBSTWESPEN DIFFERENCE 


Maike Braun Sabine Schénfellner Natasha A. Kelly (Hg.) 
In 80 Jahren eine Herbstwespen Un_Masking Difference 
neue Welt E-Book, 3,99 EUR E-Book, 3,99 EUR 


E-Book, 3,99 EUR 

«to the guest publisheresses Michaela, Laura, Tabea, Katharina & Julia, 
Lara.» 

All authors are female and the books published by the publishing house 
are feminist and ideological. 
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My method is to take each person seriously, to write kindly to them, 
even the most radical feminists, to give them factual arguments why they 
need to publish this because it exposes disadvantages and injustices. I then 
document the flood of rejections, some of them mean, that betray the very 
ideological rationale. They can oppress me and my books, but every rejecti- 
on, whether in life or books, will testify against them for all time and expose 
their oppression. The longer and stronger their oppression, the worse it will 
be for them. 


Although it is futile, I have been politely and kindly trying for decades. 
It's not my statements or books that fail, but the feminist society that fails be - 
cause of the total repression of opinion it exercises against male losers, 
which I make visible with the rebuffs I receive. All the rejections as a man by 
girls and women, as the voice of the losers in society, media or publishing 
houses are blatant proof of my statement that male losers are cruelly oppres- 
sed and a sky-scraping indictment of the injustice of feminist society. Today, 
the feminists are in the driver's seat, but they are writing for themselves, with 
their arrogant lack of empathy, the damning verdict of history that will judge 
them. 


Boys are 


sCupid. 


Throw rocks 
at them, 


| 


«Boys are stupid. Throw rocks at them.» 


The propaganda has consequences: Boys and men are met with hostility, 
are excluded from empathy and consideration; the feminist social dictator- 
ship doesn't give a damn about how male losers fare. 


Seid froh, dass hier Uberhaupt noch Kinder 
Spee werden ... 


MimiWalburga @ imi Durga - 

Ich war froh, wenn gar keine aay pene 
werden wurden. Weniger Belastung fur die 
Umwelt und weniger Menschen, die darunter 
leiden, wenn irgendwann zwangslaufig alles 
klimatechnisch den Bach runter geht. 


«I would be happy if no more [children] were born.» (MimiWalburga) 


The gender agenda also has consequences that cause human suffering 
and even shake our reproductive capacity to such an extent that European 
ethnic groups and peoples will disappear like Neanderthals, Western hunter- 
gatherers, then early arable farmers once did: In each case, the lines of men 
with their Y chromosomes largely or completely died out within centuries or 
millennia. This means a now almost unstoppable sexual genocide of Europe- 
an indigenous peoples. Any attempt to fight back and survive permanently is 
suppressed with the ‘racism club’. 
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NXIOS a = 


Americans who self-identified as 
LGBTQ in 2021, by generation 


Surveys of 12,416 U.S. adults conducted between January and 
December 2021 


Gen Z 
torn 1997-2002) (i 2°. 2 
Millenials 
(1981-1996) a oe 
m:: 
Baby boomers 2.6 
(1946-1964) : 


Gen X 
Traditionalists ; 0.8 


(1965-1980) 
(before 1946) 
«Americans who self-identifed as LGBTQ in 2021, by generation 


Gen Z (Born 1997-2003) 20.8% 
Traditionalists (Born before 1946) 0.8%» 


Propaganda and re-education have increased the value 26-fold. 


One insignificant little blog alone proudly reports over 50 feminist lite- 
rary agents demanding feminist works, pushing them into the market and in- 
doctrinating whole generations with them from childhood. In fact, almost 
everyone, male or female, who works in the media or literary world is one of 
the operators, whether out of ideological conviction or as a follower driven 
by the trend is secondary, because the effect is the same. 
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51 Literary Agents Seeking Feminism Submissions in 2022 
14.08.2021 — Barbara Braun. Add to shortlist. Agency - Barbara Braun Associates, Inc. 
Location - New York, US ... 


«51 Literary Agents Seeking Feminism Submissions in 2022) 


The longer your oppression lasts, the worse it is for you. Every day that 
you have delayed by dismissing the voice of the losers as ‘nonsense’ under 
complete failure of empathy will testify against you when you will have to 


answer for the cruel damage you have wrought. 
E-Book, 3,99 EUR 


Das Jahr des offenen Verlags 


Im ersten Jahr des offenen Verlags, einer Pionieridee von mikrotext, sind mit sechs 
Gastverlegerinnen insgesamt sechs Titel entstanden, denen der Verlag an dieser Stelle nicht 
genug danken kann: dass sie den Mut und die Ideen hatten, eigene Publikationsideen 
vorzuschlagen, zu betreuen und umzusetzen. 


Als mikrotext das Jahr des offenen Verlags ausgeschrieben hat, wussten wir noch nicht, dass 
2020 im Zeichen von Corona stehen wurde. Kaum Veranstaltungen, mehrere Lockdowns, Social 
Distancing, die ,Angst vor dem anderen’. Insofern war das Jahr des offenen Verlags fiir mikrotext 
eine absolut passende, resiliente und stabilisierende Struktur. Alle Publikationen, die gedruckt 
wurden, sind im Crowdfunding von den jeweils interessierten Communities vorfinanziert 
worden. So war auch immer eine Teilauflage schon immer bei Erscheinen verkauft und erreichte, 
ganz ohne Werbung, Events, eine Leserschaft. 

«In the first year of open publishing, a pioneering idea of mikrotext, six 

titles were produced with six guest publisheresses.»» 


Mikrotext proudly reports having published only guest editoresses, ex- 
clusively women authors with this jacket publisher. This radically contradicts 
the equal treatment that feminists claimed as a principle but do not take seri- 
ously. In fact, they only promote themselves, their ideology, and harm men. 
Principles are only pretexts and, moreover, contradict human nature, which is 
based on men and women complementing each other in love (in couples) and 
compassion (socially). In ancient times there were male and female occupati- 
ons, sometimes even professions. The problem, therefore, is not even the 
number of women, but that they are feminist by sentiment and education, ali- 
enated from human nature and culture, which should connect both sexes in 
love. What is intolerable is that they instil screwed-up ideology in young 
children and do not build up male losers into strong men with love and re- 
spect, but totally ignore and oppress them. The intrusion of feminist generati- 
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ons into previously mostly male tasks has had disastrous consequences for 
society as a whole; it would have been better to leave these activities to well- 
educated men brought up in a culture of mutual love between men and 
women. In any case, men tend to privilege women over men and see them in 
a better light, just not as much as women privilege other women, certainly 
not as extremely and radically as feminist women do, who exaggerate bad 
qualities and injustices. Feminist-minded generations of women have com- 
pletely failed, turned literature into a radical, extremist and subjective-emoti- 
onal fuss and blather of the cultural revolution; they were and are so one- 
sided and unjust towards male losers that they have to be taken out of office, 
relieved of their tasks they are not up to, whereby it has to be examined to 
what extent they might have made themselves punishable with their one- 
sidedness and injustice. 


Cf hitos:/Awwmeccoverlag.de e@* 0 @G A 


ECCO VERLAG 


Im Frihjahr 2021 ist das erste Programm des in Hamburg neu gegriindeten Ecco Verlags erschienen. Unter dem Motto »Was wir lesen wollen« verlegen wir ausschlieBlich 
Bucher von Frauen, deutschsprachige Stimmen ebenso wie internationale; Debiits und etablierte Autorinnen. 


Wir verlegen die Bicher, die in unseren Bucherregalen noch fehlen und die wir selbst lesen wollen. Die Autorinnen des Ecco Verlags und ihre Geschichten sind ganz 
unterschiedlich, doch sie eint, dass sie uber Themen schreiben, die uns alle umtreiben, sei es Familie, Heimat oder Herkunft, Liebe oder Verlust und Trauer. Unser 
Programm darf, ja, soll auch gerne irritieren. Neben der konzeptuellen Kiammer - Literatur von Frauen - unterstreicht auch unser einheitliches, modernes und 
hochwertiges Gestaltungskonzept die klare Programmlinie 


«In spring 2021, the first programme of the newly founded Ecco Verlag 
in Hamburg was published. Under the motto “What we want to read”, we 
publish exclusively books by women, German-language voices as well as 
international ones; debuts and established authors... The authoresses of Eccos 
Verlag and their stories are very different... Our programme may, yes, should 
also be irritating. In addition to the conceptual bracket — literature by women 
— our uniform, modern and high-quality design concept also underlines the 
clear programme line.» (www.eccoverlag.de) 


The ECCO publishing house also only publishes books by women, 
which clearly precludes finally making the voice of male losers heard; the 
other way round would be illegal according to feminist laws. “The Oppressi- 
on of Men” is rejected there because not only the book, but also the sex of 
the author contradicts the publisher's specification. Feminism has really and 
massively created or intensified the ‘oppression’ that its ideology claimed. It 
never existed as an oppression of women, but does exist as an oppression of 
men, especially male losers, which has always tended to exist, but not as ra- 
dically as it does today, due to the biological nature of human beings. 


«Analieze is currently building her list and is interested in representing 
picture books, chapter books, middle grade, YA, and adult fiction. 
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She's is especially open to BIPOC and LGBTQ voices in the mentioned 
categories.»'*° (Harvey Klinger) 


Worse than in classical dictatorships, already young children and ado- 
lescents are radically re-educated against human nature. Entertainment serves 
this purpose, too. Even the core of human identity and culture, one's sex and 
the cultural connections of both sexes, is systematically bent or deprived 
from them. Political indoctrination was enough for conventional dictator- 
ships, but what is rampant in Western countries today is fighting and bending 
human nature with incalculable consequences. As a result, a system that once 
called itself the ‘free world’ has itself become the most radical mentally op- 
pression, an unfreedom. It's only excepted to express views and and to repre- 
sent ways of life that conform to ideology. Only these ideological attitudes 
are taught to children and young people in the media, schools, universities or 
otherwise in public. 


«Allison Hellegers selectively represents children's, young adult and 
adult fiction and non-fiction... She is always on the lookout to find BIPOC, 
LGBTQIA, and/or disabled writers and illustrators for all age-groups and 
genres to share their own experiences»'*' (Stimola Literary Studio) 


As shown in the previous seven chapters in the appendix of “Censored: 
Message in a Bottle to the Future”, it is not individual cases where sex-con- 
fusing propaganda disorients young children and adolescents, formerly same- 
sex and gender agendas, now trans agendas, but rather a compulsion of attitu- 
des that has a firm grip on entire industries such as the media, press, univer- 
sities and schools, where any deviation from their harmful ideology is rigo- 
rously opposed and suppressed. The list of literature agents that specifically 
demand or disseminate such attitudes is staggering: only in exceptional cases 
is the intention to specifically promote such attitudes not explicitly stated in 
their submission requests or self-representations. 


«Lauren ... is looking for #ownvoices stories, Feminist lit/#MeToo 
stories, and LGBTQIA+ authors in both fiction and nonfiction. Her goals is 
to “hold the mic” for authors to tell their stories and be a helpful support 
system.»'*” (FinePrint Literary Management) 


180 https://www.harveyklinger.com/about/harvey/#analieze 
181 https://www.stimolaliterarystudio.com/submissions 
182 https://fineprintlit.com/lauren-bieker.html 
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Feminist ideologues are supported, published, symbolically given a 
microphone. Dissenters and white, heterosexual male losers are ignored cold- 
ly. This applies to at least 99% of literary agents of both sexes, because they 
have been shaped by the same ideology. If there are individual women who 
do not think in such an oppressive way, they cannot find publishers to pub- 
lish critical works or fear for their professional existence if they mess with 
feminist power. 


avy Sexismusbeauftragter @SexismObserver - Feb 13, 2020 
ey) Immer wieder gut, wenn man mit genderstudierenden SJWs diskutiert. 
he Woke Supportgroup* von Tracey Ullman 
Fuck Of Jamie“ und immer dran denken 
Wasser ist rassistisch!“ 


«=» BBC Comedy @ @bbccomedy - Jun 22, 2018 
When you so woke, you asleep. & 


You Woke? 


Tracey Breaks the News 


Watch again 


©) 41M views 1:55 / 2:07 Cx 7 


«Always good to discuss with gender-studying SJWs. 
“The Woke Supportgroup” by Tracey Ullman 

“Fuck Of Jamie” and always remember 

“Water is racist» (@SexismObserver) 


Since the first feminist wave, we have been inundated with nonsense 
that is now considered 'normal' by indoctrinated generations, whereas the 
actual massive oppression of male losers is considered a ‘deviant brainless 
delusion’. As always, feminist-minded people see everything exactly back- 
wards. 
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«Catherine Fuhg 
I love Jane Austen and Stefan Zweig — like adventurous musicals about 
our matriarchal future.»'*’ (Semmelblond Script Agency) 


What is meant by a ‘matriarchal future’ has been clearly stated by femi- 
nists from Stanton (1900) to Stoverock (2021) and many others in between: 
the disenfranchisement of a broad majority of at least 80% men who are ex- 
cluded in such a feminist society, have no chance of voluntary sex with ferti- 
le women, i.e. at most through prostitution or criminal rape, certainly no 
chance of procreation, so that their genes and dispositions will die out. On 
top of that, they receive no sympathy or empathy whatsoever, are attacked as 
‘incels’ or ‘losers’ or ‘white, heterosexual men’ and are not heard, especially 
in the media and in literature. They are systematically discriminated against, 
excluded. What is cynical and fascistoid is that this discrimination and exclu- 
sion takes place in the name of supposed ‘inclusion’, ‘diversity’ and ‘toleran- 
ce’, which admittedly only applies to infertile minorities like #LGBTQIA+ 
and groups that have fallen prey to ideologies contrary to human nature. 
Those who represent natural life or human culture are also excluded. Only 
mistaken ideologies and their followers are given access to media. 


Already the matriarchal present means total oppression of male losers — 
an even worse future is being caused. Exclusively ‘politically correct’ ideolo- 
gy is provided for by the media and the literary establishment, admissible as 
opinion or artistic expression. Anything that contradicts this is fought and eli- 
minated out of a consciousness of alleged ‘morality’ and ‘world improve- 
ment’. The number of white, heterosexual male losers explodes, while at the 
same time it becomes unthinkable to allow them to present their arguments. 
Even less would these be examined and understood without bias. “The op- 
pression of men” is reflected in the fact that such concepts, arguments or 
even books are not taken seriously at all. It cannot be true what they do not 
want to believe. 


What do most literary agents have in common? They preach raising the 
voices of marginalised writers in order to do the exact opposite, which is to 
actually prevent marginalised white heterosexual male losers from raising 
their voices, to further marginalise, ignore and oppress them. 


183 http://semmelblond.com/ 


313 


«We are currently looking for historical novels with the following key 
data: 

*Female protagonist(s) ... Please note that other unsolicited book 
projects will not be considered.»'™ (Verlagsagentur Lianne Kolf) 


Book projects with male protagonists are not even considered by the 
literary agency. But even those agencies or publishers who occasionally tole- 
rate male protagonists in dubious roles will in no way give a voice to male 
losers or critics of feminism. This is already happening subliminally. The vi- 
sible expression is massive promotion of everything that is not heterosexual, 
not white, not male, and certainly not ‘incel’ or ‘male loser’. 


Sexist’ is a feminist fighting term invented in the 1960s or 1970s for 
propaganda purposes. However, it applies mostly to feminists themselves. 


«Megan is looking for writers in a variety of areas, and from a wide 
range of backgrounds — she is particularly keen to hear from Black, Asian, 
and LGBTQIA+ writers.»'* (Watson, Little Ltd) 


The ‘variety of areas’ does not include the voice of male losers whose 
book project is not even considered; instead, she is eager to promote Black or 
Asian LGBTQIA+ authors. 


184 https://agentur-kolf.de/kontakt 
185 https://www.watsonlittle.com/agent/megan-carroll/ 


Men Are Human @men_are human - 47m 

Multiple studies prove humans have such strong compassion for #women 
that they happily sacrifice the lives of men & boys for their comfort. Like 
when the #UN refuses to evacuate or feed males. Ironically, that excess 
empathy is why the "nobody cares for women" lie works so well. 


“Ww Sven St Philip 
» 


Men need to learn compassion for 
things that offend women. They are half 
of the population. It’s been a 
misogynistic world for an eternity. 

We depend on women for 
continuation of the human species. Get 


over it @ 


Keith Brooker@ = & W 2... 
Women are but half of what is required 
for continuation of the human species. 
Get over it. 


By the way, the rapid, mass spread of feminist views and feelings is 
ironically based on a biological mechanism that privileges women, as de- 
monstrated in the book “The Oppression of Men”. 
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Rolf Degen @DegenRolf - Mar 27, 2021 one 
. Women are perceived as more human than men, and female bots are 
7 perceived as more human than male bots. 
onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.100... 


Almost all virtual AI products in the market today, including virtual assistants 
and chatbots, come with female features. Although there is broad consensus that 
AI should not be exclusively female, it is still unclear why AI tools tend to be 
feminized. Five large-scale studies (4 preregistered) with a total sample of over 
3,000 participants provide converging evidence for our theorizing: women are 
perceived as more human than men, overall and compared to non-human entities 
(animals and machines); female bots are endowed with more positive human 
qualities than male bots and are perceived as more human than male bots; and the 
inferred humanness of female bots increases perceived uniqueness of treatment 
from them, leading to more favorable attitudes towards AI solutions. Our 
findings hold in multiple preregistered studies, in different contexts, and 
irrespective of the specific humanness measures used. Although we found that 
women and female robots are perceived as more human on most of the subtle and 
all the blatant measures of humanness, we also found that men and male robots 
are perceived as more human on the negative dimensions of the subtle measures 
ofhumanness. 


«women are perceived as more human than men, ...; female bots are 
endowed with more positive human qualities than male bots and are 
perceived as mor human than male bots» (Study) 


Incidentally, the above finding was one reason why knowledgeable men 
used to feel uncomfortable when women tried to give them advice or directi- 
on: The classical division created an equilibrium that tipped over because 
women were wrongly perceived as more positive and more human when the 
sexual division of tasks or roles was removed. But neither feminists nor 99% 
of contemporaries of feminist society can think that far. They are incapable 
of anything but roistering ‘I HAVE A RIGHT? without regard for what they 
are destroying humanly with their dogmatism. This generation, guided by the 
female voice of their navi, is through the roof; their natural ego has col lap- 
sed. So they rush to the gym to show off muscles to replace lacking mental 
and spiritual masculine strength. 


Other studies showed that women are perceived as more in need of help 
and more worthy of protection, and are therefore privileged. Feminism has 
abused this mechanism to spread their ideology, to establish supremacy, to 
pursue self-interest at the expense of the state and men, to harm (white hete- 
rosexual) men as much as they can. This includes the promotion and propa- 
gation of so-called ‘sexual minorities’. 
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«Across all the below genres, I particularly welcome submissions from 
writers from communities that have been underrepresented in mainstream 
publishing, including LGBTQ+ authors, disabled and neurodivergent 
authors, and authors of colour. ... 

In the thriller/suspense genre I generally want my reads to be female- 
led... I'd love to see proposals on self-development for women in their 
twenties and thirties... I'd be especially keen to see proposals in this area 
from British and Irish authors in underrepresented communities.»'** (LBA 
Leading literary agency) 


The apostles of ‘diversity’, ‘inclusion’ and ‘tolerance’ spread the mono- 
tony of their ideology, which tolerates no dissent, systematically excluding 
white, heterosexual male losers, thus making a mockery of their phrase ‘in- 
clusion’. They spread radical intolerance against white, heterosexual male lo- 
sers as well as dissenters of any kind except left, green and feminist. Dissent 
must only come from within their own groups, never from elsewhere. “Neu- 
rodivergent’ is telling, because all feminist waves began with founders who 
conspicuously often had severe mental disorders, up to and including schizo- 
phrenia, as their driving force. 


Woe betide anyone who does not support such one-sided and damaging 
agendas. Then he is subjected to fighting words that have become invectives: 


«You are welcome to submit if: ... 

You are an author from an under-represented or diverse background ... 

What we're NOT looking for ... 

anything racist, sexist, homophobic, transphobic, or otherwise»'®’ (Alex 
Adsett Literary) 


You are welcome to submit manuscripts if you have an underrepresen- 
ted or diverse background. However, this is pure ideology that distorts facts, 
because no group in the world is as totally and absolutely underrepresented 
as white, heterosexual male losers, who are not represented at all, namely ab- 
solutely excluded for decades and totally without opportunities. As diverse as 
they are intellectually, emotionally and in other areas, white heterosexual 
male losers are not considered ‘diverse’. The power of the world today is 
based on victim status and the ascription of fashionable terms like ‘diverse’, 


186 https://Ibabooks.com/agents/hannah-schofield 
187 https://alexadsett.com.au/submissions/ 
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‘progressive’ and so on. With these terms, a intellectual terror regime has 
been established. 


Oppressed male losers are already by definition not allowed to speak 
out, because they are at least considered 'sexist', because they already contra- 
dict feminist creeds in their existence as male losers and are attributed mythi- 
cal power, even though they are powerless. While feminist ascription is 
‘sexist’ by their own definition of their term of struggle, losers’ protest 
against poor treatment is not, but feminists of all waves have been complete- 
ly incapable of self-critical logic. 


Likewise, heterosexual losers are not allowed to speak out because they 
are considered ‘homophobic’ and ‘transphobic’ for being heterosexual and 
complaining about their exclusion from procreation and fulfilling sex lives. 
Whites, on the other hand, are considered ‘racist’ by their very existence, in 
that white losers are falsely attributed with being privileged, consequently 
defending alleged ‘privileges’ when they object to injustices suffered. But 
only if they were not ‘white’, they would receive benefits and privileges as 
BIPOC, they would belong to the privileged victim groups supported by fa- 
shionable ideology. 


Losers, moreover, are considered ‘incel’ or ‘white trash’, and thus quite 
dangerous, ‘right-wing populist’ to ‘nazi’, i.e. ‘reactionary’, which is why the 
voice of losers is completely blocked. 


The intersection of these groups of scapegoats, sacrificial lambs and ac- 
tual victims of today's ideologies, ‘white, heterosexual male losers’, are sub- 
ject to all these stigmas simultaneously and are thus the most oppressed 
group in the world. 


They don't understand that feminists have been fighting ‘white heterose- 
xual men’ since the 1960s and turning them into losers, even though femi- 
nists themselves constantly say so then and now. Because to understand this 
would be, according to their definitions, ‘sexist’, ‘racist’, ‘homophobic’ and 
‘transphobic’ at the same time. Thus, in the ideological delusion of the dicta- 
torship of opinion in power, the cat bites its own tail; it is an intellectual vici- 
ous circle and a total eclipse, because they are trapped in their prejudice and 
world view, basically no longer wanting to and being able to perceive their 
victims. This cynical fact is hidden behind their euphonious phrases like 
‘promoting underrepresented voices’: a total suppression of actually underre- 
presented, often fundamentally absent voices, based on absolute empathy 
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disorder, a complete inability to empathise with the people they fight, de- 
mean, exclude and erase in a sexual genocide: ‘white heterosexual male’ 
losers. It is a hysterical mental disorder of empathy incapacity and a fascism 
with reversed signs in the name of the rainbow hijacked for sexual aberrati- 
ons. 

@ Dichter1Denker @Dichter1Denker - 1h 


Linksradikal und stolz darauf? Wie ware es, Tatsachen erst mal zu pruifen? 
Gespeichert in "Linke und Feministinnen konnen nur beleidigen, weil sie auf 
Sachargumente keine Antwort haben.jpg" Seit 1968 werden 
nichtfeministische Stimmen radikal unterdriickt, wurde Demokratie 
Fassade. 


PolytoxikoMan @Polytoxiko_Man - 47m 
Replying to @Dichter1Denker 
Wenn man Linksextremismus bei Wish bestellt ... 
>) | g 4% 
der eine @der_eine_0815 - 57m 
Replying to @Dichter1Denker 
wie armselig muss dein leben sein. 

Oo ian) QO 5 & 
finnA @linksradik4l - 1h 

?9 Replying to @Dichter1Denker 
echt geil was man alles so fiir bullshit lesen kann auf twitter dot com 
O td 3 it 

QO 2 ty g a ill 


4 finnA 
?¥ @linksradik4! 


Replying to @Dichter1Denker 


auBerdem sprichst du irgendwie mit der falschen 
person, ich wurds toll finden wenn es so ware wie du 


es beschreibst 
«Left-wing radical and proud of it? How about checking facts first? 
Filed in "Leftists and feminists can only insult because they have no answer 
to factual arguments.jpg" Since 1968, non-feminist voices have been 
radically suppressed, democracy became a fagade. (Dichter! Denker) 
-“T would love it if it were as you describe it” (@leftradik4l = left-wing- 
radic4l) 
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“Tf you order left-wing extremism from Wish...” (Politoxiko Man) 
“how pathetic your life must be.” (@the_one_ 0815) 
“really cool what bullshit you can read on twitter dot com.” (@leftradik4l)» 


By the way, left-wing radicals as “@leftradik41” and feminists love and 
support the total oppression they have practised since 1968, they just don't 
believe that these longed-for states of oppression of others really exist, 
because they cannot even notice the suffering of white heterosexual male 
losers due to their total empathy disorder. 


When the following lady writes about seeking primarily feminist, gen- 
der and ‘equality’ issues, we must not be deceived by her wording. This 
means that a fundamental contradiction to her worldview such as my book 
“The Oppression of Men’” is not tolerated under any circumstances, and is 
therefore rejected with absolute certainty. That phrase of ‘equality’ mean 
massive inequality and oppression of men, who are degraded to losers in 
large numbers, I must unfortunately mention explicitly. Because what is actu- 
ally obvious is invisible to our indoctrinated contemporaries. 


«She is primarily looking for original and brilliantly written general 
non-fiction, biography and memoir, sport, music, nature writing, and femi- 
nism, gender and equality issues.»'** (Greyhound Literary) 


Most literary agents are female and feminist-minded, so will never re- 
present anything critical of feminism. The few men are usually just as radi- 
cally feminist. They have biologically male genitals, but their brains, like 
pretty much all living generations, are so manipulated that they are incapable 
of perceiving anything on the subject or even understanding a detailed 
reasoned argument. 


«“Heterosex is just not natural. I'm not making it up, those are the 
biological facts.” 

Who would have thought that children could be conceived in this way? 

Solution: “For example, through a sex levy on straight men.”» (Anna 
Schneider on taz article, 25 March 2022) 


Feminists, leftists and greens twist all facts into their opposite. 


«taz.de 23.03.2022 


188 https://greyhoundliterary.co.uk/agent/charlotte-atyeo/ 
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Sex with consequences: Heterosex is not natural 
“T'm not making this up, these are the biological facts.”» 
y » Anna Schneider @a_nnaschneider - Mar 25 eee 
a "Heterosex ist einfach nicht natiirlich. Ich denke mir das ja nicht aus, das 
sind die biologischen Fakten." 
Am Ende kommen noch Kinder bei raus, wer hatte das gedacht. Losung: 


"Zum Beispiel durch eine Sex-Abgabe fiir Heteromanner." 
Ich habe Fragen. 


taz.de 
Sex mit Folgen: Heterosex ist nicht natiirlich 
Unsere Autorin hat nur ab und an Sex mit Cis-Mannern, aber auch die 
biologischen Fakten geben ihr Recht: Heterosex bringt Tiicken mit sich. 
The more open they are to radical folly, fighting against human culture 
and nature, and against white, heterosexual men. 


«Founded in 2017, Rainbow Nerds Literary is an advocate for diversi- 
ty.»'® (Rainbow Nerds Literary) 


How may we understand this? At this agency, too, ‘diversity’ is a code 
word that serves the oppression of heterosexual male losers. 


«Jamie is looking for young adult novels in the below genres. She is 
particularly interested in LGBT, POC, and other marginalized groups. Own 
Voices are encouraged.»'”’ (Rainbow Nerds Literary) 


White, heterosexual male losers who have been hermetically excluded 
from the public and the media for decades are not considered marginalised 


189 https://www.rmliterary.com/about-us 
190 https://www.rnliterary.com/agents 
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and are excluded by ‘diversity advocates’ even more strictly than before! You 
have to interpret their phrases correctly, otherwise you fall for their blubber. 
Only members of those groups that contemporary ideology recognises as its 
adherents have voices of their own. A white, heterosexual male loser may be 
original, much more original and better backed up by scientific facts than 
their clientele, but his voice does not count as ‘own voice’ and must not be 
published under any circumstances. Because only what is radical left, femi- 
nist and green counts as ‘own voice’. Critics of such ideology have no ‘own 
voice’. The preachers of ‘diversity’ spread uniform attitudes and monotony 
of prescribed sentiments. 


«Special preferences include (but are not limited to) these dynamics and 
elements: 

* confident, competent, and complicated heroines * ... 

* feminist themes * 

* gender-role reversals *»'' (One Track Literary Agency) 


This literary agency will also never help publish a book on “The 
Oppression of Men’. Because white, heterosexual male losers are not a femi- 
nist issue, not heroines, and the fact that women are biologically dominant 
while male losers are oppressed is not considered a ‘gender role reversal’ for 
some inexplicable reason. Such phrases are always defined in such a way 
that feminists, women, non-whites and infertile sexual minorities are inclu- 
ded, are on the winning side, but white, heterosexual men are excluded, are 
on the losing side. This is considered a ‘gender role reversal’ if and only if it 
benefits feminist ideology. However, if such a role reversal is described by a 
book critical of feminism like “The Oppression of Men”, then it is consi- 
dered the ‘most ridiculous quirk of a crank’, not to be taken seriously. If a fe- 
minist woman like Stoverock says something similar, she is cheered and ce- 
lebrated. Although Stoverock confirms the same ratios as a Deichmohle, she 
represents a feminist position and is consequently cheered, even though she 
wants to radically oppress 80% of men. Deichmohle cites the same figures 
and ratios, but is considered a ‘crank’ because he criticises the intended op- 
pression of at least 80% of men, which is his unforgivable mistake. Only fe- 
minist thinking is allowed, then there is rejoicing. What is unacceptable, 
however, is to criticise this ideology or to stand up for male losers. Flawless 
and exemplary, on the other hand, is to cheer the demotion of 80% or more 
of men to losers like feminists from Stanton (1900) to Stoverock (2021). One 
must know this. 


191 https://www.onetrackliterary.com/submissions 
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This means white heterosexual male losers and a culture befitting 
human nature have no chance of publication, get no voice. Instead, media 
unilaterally court feminist issues and ideology and sex confusion, the out- 
right opposite of culture, which is a reliable complement of the sexes for all 
concerned. This also means that many men are degraded to losers, but 
nobody wants to know about that. They don't care about human suffering, as 
long as no one finds out that they are spreading suffering. It is not suffering 
that bothers them — they lack any empathy for men — but that they themselves 
are criticised for creating suffering: This scratches their snivelling snowflake 
existence, which wants to bring others down but can't stand anything itself 
and melts at every criticism. 


«She primarily works on YA, middle grade, and graphic novels with a 
smattering of select adult fiction as well. ... In founding Mad Woman 
Literary Agency, Danielle has further deepened her commitment to being the 
change she wishes to see in publishing. She brings her own unique mix of 
business-minded and emotionally rooted support to her clients while also 
actively working to educate herself and to do her small part in the attempt to 
dismantle the white supremacist heteropatriarchy... She has a degree in 
gender studies... 

Danielle is particularly drawn to: complex female characters, seaside 
novels, girls with swords, fantasy, LGBTQ+ love, sister stories, toxic friend- 
ships, feminist fairytales» (Mad Woman Literary Agency is a queer- 
woman-owned, full service literary agency) 


Crazy conspiracy theories are booming again. This time it's feminist 
fairy tales like the structural “white supremacist heteropatriarchy”, a 1930s 
calibre world conspiracy belief that is used as a justification for waging a 
fanatical battle against their own human nature, believing in the goodness of 
their utopia, so no sacrifice is considered too great to enforce it. 

By the way, degrading a broad majority of men into losers is tantamount 
to “dismantling the white supremacist heteropatriarchy”. Both are being done 
by literary agency women of both sexes, even if they don't have degrees in 
gender studies like Danielle. Readers may make up their own minds whether 
it makes sense for Jan Deichmohle to send his book “The Oppression of 
Men” to her literary agency in the hope that she will be excited about the 
novel, original statement and represents it to a feminist-leaning publisher. 


192 https://www.madwomanliterary.com/about 
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Chimamanda Ngozi 


Ta 

«Rebellious girls / 100 migrants 
HERSTORY 

Liv Strémquist, I'm every woman 

Chimamanda Ngozi Adichie, author of We should All be Feminists» 


With so much radical, one-sided cultural revolution in the literature bu- 
siness, which categorically does not allow dissenting voices such as male 
losers to have their say, it now looks like this even in respected, bourgeois 
bookshops such as the multi-storey Kulturkaufhaus in Berlin. 


«Women don't owe you pretty 

The first of their kind, women are changing the world 
The tides are ours 

Rebel Girls, 100 migrant women changing the world» 
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«Rough Cut Press. Restrictions: Open to the LGBTQIA community. 
Genre: Experimental fiction, nonfiction, and poetry. ““We seek personal, lyri- 
cal, critical, and experimental work in under 650 words.” Payment: $25. 
Deadline: April 27, 2022... 

Nightlight. Restrictions: Open to Black writers. Genre: Horror. 10,000 
words max. Audio format. Payment: $75 — $200 depending on length. $50 
for reprints. Deadline: April 30, 2022. Reprints accepted... 

khoréo. Restrictions: Open to writers who identify as an immigrant or 
member of a diaspora in the broadest definitions of the terms... 

The Black Explorer. Restrictions: Open to Black writers. Genre: Travel 
writing by Black writers. Payment: Digital: £50 per article max 1000 words. 
Print: £50 up to 1000 words, £100 up to 2000 words and up £150 per piece 
for photo journals and mixed media. Deadline: April 30, 2022. See themes... 

Midnight & Indigo. Genre: Short Stories, Speculative Fiction, and Per- 
sonal Essays written by Black women writers. Payment: $50 — $100. Dead- 
line: April 30, 2022... 

Last Girls Club. Genre: Feminist horror: short stories and poems — see 
themes. Payment: Short Story-2,500 words or less. $0.01 USD per word/$25 
USD and copy of magazine; Flash Fiction-less than a 1,000 words $0.01 
USD per word/$10 USD; Poems-less than 200 words $10 upon acceptance 
and a PDF of the magazine. Deadline: May 1, 2022... 
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Foglifter. Genres: Poetry, prose, cross-genre work. “Foglifter welcomes 
daring and thoughtful work by queer and trans writers in all forms, and we 
are especially interested in cross-genre, intersectional, marginal, and trans- 
gressive work.” Payment: $25. Deadline: May 1, 2022.»'” (publishedto- 
death) 


All of the above awards are aimed exclusively at non-heterosexual and 
non-white writers, implicitly assuming that LGBTQIA and similar identity 
informs their content. Completely unpublishable, on the other hand, is when 
normal heterosexual male losers speak out, at worst even white. 


«Children's books should be inclusive»'™ (Alice Williams Literary) 
Ideology is prescribed. No children's book may be free of ideology. 


«Lorna completed her MA in Children's Literature at Goldsmiths ... 
Lorna is searching for picture books ... Lorna is particularly interested in 
hearing from LGBTQIA+ authors and illustrators as well as other 
submissions from diverse and marginalised individuals who are currently 
underrepresented in the industry.»'”° (bell lomax moreton literary agency) 


Radical sex re-education and socio-political indoctrination is the indu- 
stry standard. It is more one-sided than in a radical dictatorship, whether fas- 
cist or communist, except that it is not a state that forcibly enforces line 
loyalty, but media and industry have been infiltrated and hijacked by one- 
sided ideologues of a cultural revolution who have made re-education their 
life's mission and nip in the bud any approach to opposing thought. 


«Samantha... She is always interested in elevating diverse voices, parti- 
cularly through feminist narratives. She is seeking middle grade of all 
stripes»'*° (Thompson Literary Agency) 


The phrase ‘diverse voices’ achieves monotony in feminist narratives, 
which excludes male losers and leaves them without a voice. 


«We CULTIVATE the works of inspirational women writers, authors of 
color and diverse creators of faith through our writing community and 


193 https://publishedtodeath.blogspot.com/ 

194 https://www.alicewilliamsliterary.co.uk/about-original-1 
195 https://belllomaxmoreton.co.uk/agents/lorna-hemingway 
196 https://thompsonliterary.com/bios/ 
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coaching program, independent writing coaching, content development 
services, and author education events, e-courses, books, and resources. 

We AMPLIFY the works of inspirational women writers, authors of 
color and diverse creators of faith through literary representation and 
independent publishing services. 

We ADVOCATE for the works of inspirational women writers, authors 
of color and diverse creators of faith by challenging publishers to hire more 
diverse staff in key gatekeeping and decision-making positions to make their 
house a more welcoming place for diverse authors.»'?’ (Embolden Media 
Group) 


Again, women and non-whites are specifically promoted, implicitly 
feminist and left voices. White heterosexual male losers are explicitly exclu- 
ded. Otherwise this exclusion is subliminal. There has never been an era that 
so radically and systematically oppressed men of Western peoples. 


Even in the field of Christian literature, such oppression is spread. 
(“Christian living”, Embolden Media Group) 


«Open and receptive to new ideas and expressions; flexible, fluid, pro- 
gressive» (ibid.) 


Progressive is implicitly perceived as genderfluid and non-white. Male 
losers are seen as the opposite of “progressive”, which is why they are radi- 
cally and totally oppressed, so totally that not even the fact of their oppressi- 
on is known. 


«Renée is seeking narrative nonfiction, adult speculative, upmarket, and 
literary fiction, and children’s books. She is looking for works that center 
POC and LGBTQIA+ voices and is particularly drawn to the work of Black 
writers»'*’ (Triangle House Literary) 


Non-white and non-heterosexual voices and agendas must be centred 
and deepened, otherwise these agencies will reject them. In the past, it would 
have been said that not being normal is the crucial qualification for being ac- 
cepted by today's literary, art and media establishment. Everything that was 
once understandable as normal and natural is systematically suppressed, ex- 
cluded from media and empathy, therefore also from life — because where 


197 https://emboldenmediagroup.com/our-story 
198 https://www.triangle.house/literary 
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there is no empathy, exclusion from sexual and eventually even social life 
and from survival in biological children takes place. This is how insidiously 
and subliminally the dictatorship of opinion established since 1968 works, 
which has destroyed freedom, empathy and human nature, but poses as ‘free 
world’, ‘conservationist’ and ‘compassionate’, although it is the exact oppo- 
site. 

Any subject and genre goes, as long as non-white, sex-confused gender 
and sexuality are at the forefront. This means: white, heterosexual male 
losers or even the book “The Oppression of Men” are unthinkable, unaccep- 
table, have no chance. 


Kategorie: Suche Samenspende (5190) Optionen 


Von: @ lily71 ©) Kontakt aufnehmen 
w@ Anstupsen 


am. 11.07.2022 
PLZ-Gebiet 44 & Nutzerdetails 
-Gebiet: 
© Aut Merkliste 
Ort: dortmund 


@ “uF Ignorierliste 
Land: Deutschland é& Druckansicht 


Alter: OQ aurick 
Grosse: 

Haarfarbe: schwarz 

Augenfarbe: braun 

Aussehen: sUdlandisch 

Hauttyp: dunkel 

HIV-Test: ja 

He patitis-Test: ja 


Kostenerstattung: nach Absprache 


Kostenerstattung 
bis EUR (einmalig 
pro Spende): 


Gewiunschter 


Schulabschiuss: ADlUr 
Spaterer Kontakt 

zum Vater nach Absprache 
erwinscht: 

Methode: naturlich 
Schwuler . 

Spender: id 
Anzeigentext: 


AFRIKANISCHER SPENDER GESUCHT 


Bis vor 4 Wochen war ich noch in einer Beziehung und wir wollten ein Kind. Nun haben wir uns 
getrennt aber mein Kinderwunsch besteht noch und somit habe ich mich fur diesen Weg 
entschieden 


-40 Jahre alt sein, gebildet.afrikanischer Herkunft , 175-195 gro® sein. Abe 
Sympathie entscheidend. Nur bei der Herkunft gehe ich kein Kompromis ein 
e das zu akzeptieren 


Zu meiner Person 

ich bin 43 Jahre und deutsch Tirkin udn stehe mit beiden Beinen im Leben. warum méchte 
eine Frau in dem Alter noch ein Kind.? 

Mein Sohn und einziges Kind ist vor 3,5 Jahren verstorben seit her winsche ich mir noch ein 
Kind 

Kann diese Frau noch Kinder bekommen.?? 


Ja nach grindlicher Untersuchung und Hormoncheck . ist alles in bester Ordnung . Allerdings 
sollte ich natUrlich nicht mehr lange warten 


Wenn alles passt bevorzuge ich die natirliche Zeugung 
Spenden solltest Du pro Zyklus 3-5 mal . Dabei stent fur mich im Vordergrund das wir uns 
beide wohifuhlen. Es sollte also ein entspanntes Zusammensein voraus gehen(gemitlicher 
abend . bzw gemeinsames unterhaltsames Fruhstack 

Alles weitere bespreche ich gern Dir persénlich 


Bis dahin Liebe GriBe 


«AFRICAN DONOR WANTED... The only thing I don't compromise 
on is my origin.... lam 43 years old and a German Turk adn» 
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Such advertisements have been piling up lately. Right down to consci- 
ous procreation, WHM (white heterosexual males, especially losers) are be- 
ing abolished below the belt, driving our ethnic groups into extinction and 
extinction like the Y chromosomes of Neanderthals once did, then of 
Europe's western hunter-gatherers, next of Europe's early arable farmers. The 
male lines always died out. 


Propaganda, 
which shapes the \€ " 
media, advertising, 


schools, universi- | E pi et lich = 


ties and the literary - ; \ 
industry,  consci- a J | ’ | 4 
ously and uncon- iF a pee 1 ©) 
sciously conveys a -. = = 

similar image eve- 
ry day, which has a 
devastating effect 
in the long run. In 
my book “Impreg- 
nation and Sperm 
Donation”, I docu- 
mented a number 
of similar requests; 
since then, their 
frequency has in- 
creased again. 
Here, only a single 
case of a frequent 
occurrence is 
shown — pars pro = 
toto — in order not © 
to tire and bore. 
There would be 
much more to re- 
port than our limi- BROS 


4 
ted lifetime allows. Peloetyetaaliays Aes 


ab Seite 10 


A 


Under the pretext of ‘tolerance’, self-abolition is voluntarily pursued, 
resembling the extinction of the male lineages of former inhabitants of Euro- 
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pe. Muslims dream of the Islamic Europe of the future; black Africans shout 
“Here is Africa!” during riots. What angry protest would be raised in rever- 
se? A fait accompli is being created here, just as it was when present-day 
humans took over the former settlement area of the Neanderthals. Except that 
Neanderthals were probably not so stupid as to celebrate their own abolition 
and promote and enforce it as a moral postulate with phrases like “toleran- 
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ce”, “open borders”, “diversity” and so on. 


Bily-Land-}/ © @OliverSkBerlin - 17h eee 
Die #Nordafrikaner riefen: "Das hier ist #Afrika". Neben zahlreichen 
Sexualstraftaten kam es zu unzahligen Messerangriffen und wusten 
Schlagereien. 

#DefendEurope @matteosalvinimi 


« 


#Peschiera: Randale-Mob begrapscht Frauen am #Gardasee 


bild.de 
Peschiera: Randale-Mob begrapscht Frauen am Gardasee 


Etwa 1500 bis 2000 Jugendliche fielen Uber den beschaulichen Ort 
Peschiera (Italien) her. 


Unequal, double standards are the common denominator of such mad- 
ness. The operators of collective insanity are outraged at the slightest criti- 
cism of their ideological delusion: they then call for ‘safe spaces’ in which 
they are ‘protected’ from counter-arguments, other views and ways of life, 
and want to prohibit thinking or living differently. Critical spirit is then con- 
sidered ‘offensive’ and ‘disturbing’, becomes a victim of the ‘cancel culture’. 
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«Orwell's “1984” is censored at university 

A classic that warns against censorship falls victim to “Cancel Culture”: 
The University of Northampton classifies Orwell's “1984” as dangerous be- 
cause the novel could be “offensive and disturbing” to read.» (Die Tagespost) 


= Diex*Tagespost Q & 


Startseite > Kultur und Feuilleton > Literatur & Rezensionen 
COE 48 
NORTHAMPTON 


Orwells ..1984° wird an 
Universitat zensiert 


Ein Klassiker, der vor Zensur 
warnt, wird Opfer der 
»LOschkultur”: Die Universitat 
Northampton stuft Orwells ,,1984” 
als gefahrlich ein, weil der Roman 
,beleidigend und verstorend” 
wirken konnte. 


TFliberty 
meas anything at all 
Means the rant to tell peopel 


Such twisting of words into the exact opposite is the “language of the 
fourth Reich” predicted by George Orwell in “1984”, which is a feminist 
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mind dictatorship that deforms from so early childhood that there are not 
enough normal people left to form an alternative to its human nature fighting 
and deforming cultural revolution. 


Amy Alkon @ @amyalkon - 1h 
My column on chivalry & evolved sex difs: "Boys show a love of play 


fighting, of having an ‘enemy’ to battle, and of weaponry -- to the point 
where Benenson finds it common for boys in preschool who lack toy guns 
to shoot ‘bullets’ out of a doll's head.” 


advicegoddess.com/ag-column-arch... 


@ It’s Ma’am, PhDelightful $= @itsGoneAwry - 2h 


| had a professor in college who lamented to the class that his 
granddaughter didn’t like playing with toy trucks. 


Can we stop being mad that boys and girls are different? 


Biology is REAL. Girls like dolls bc they are maternal. It’s in our nature. 


fl TODAY 


ESSAY 


I wanted my son to reject 
masculine stereotypes. 
Then he fell in love with 


«I am open to all kinds of subjects and genres, including general fiction, 
upmarket women's fiction, BIPOC, novels that explore gender and sexuality / 
LGBTQ, mysteries and thrillers (less of the hardcore political kind), and 
some historical fiction.»'” (The Chudney Agency) 


In other words: “I am open to everything that bends human nature, but 
totally closed and against everything that runs counter to my ideology.” 
These are not a few exceptions of stray literary agents, but is standard con- 


199 http://thechudneyagency.com/adultbooks.html 
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temporary literary practice. It is not oppositional books or authors that are 
failing, but the literary establishment and the media are failing by being ab- 
solutely locked into totalitarian ideology and no longer letting anything nor- 
mal and ideology-free through. Your rejections are your total failure. It would 
be downright insulting to be accepted by an established publisher in such a 
dictatorship of ideas. Any book that is accepted today by such literary agen- 
cies and such publishers or media is suspect, loaded like works that came out 
under National Socialism. What is marketed today is not literature, but ten- 
dency mongering to be rejected. The entire literary establishment — and the 
media — have lost their way to such an extent that all works that appear must 
be rejected as contaminated. Only censored works of our time are valid. 
Jessica Craig Retweeted 
H The Indigo Press 
@PressindigoThe 


The Feminist Bookshop is hosting a very 
special event this April! 


Join author Elizabeth Chakrabarty and poet 
Nikita Gill to discuss their experiences as 
writers and Elizabeth's debut novel LESSONS 
IN LOVE AND OTHER CRIMES. 


Tickets “ eventbrite.co.uk/e/in-conversat.. 


@Feminist_Books_ 


In Conversation with Elizabeth 
Chakrabarty 


Reteentas 8) ped Cretan Ae Pere 


a and Nikita Gill — 


Oo Mar 21, 2022 


«Jessica Craig Retweeted Mar 21, 2022 
The Indigo Press 
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@PressIndigoThe 
The Feminist Bookshop is hosting a very special event this April!» 
(Twitter, Craig Literary) 


) Jessica Craig Retweeted 

wo Elizabeth Chakrabarty 
@DrNChakrabarty 

Looking forward to tomorrow, being in 

Brighton at the great new @Feminist_Books_ 

reading & talking with wonderful @nktgill on 

my @PressIndigoThe debut novel, Lessons in 

Love and Other Crimes! Tickets online & in 

person:eventbrite.co.uk/e/in-conversat... 


https://twitter.com/Feminist_Books_/status/15 
09526002187218955 


In Conversation with Elizabeth 
Chakrabarty 


Wnleewbe ee Apel Oediee ste Pere 


= and Nikita Gill — 


In Conversation with Elizabeth Chak... 
Join us on Wednesday April 6th for a v... 
eventbrite.co.uk 


oO b&b Apr 5, 2022 


Even in the feminist bookstore, followers of similar ideology cheer each 
other on. 


«Jessica Craig @craigliterary 


334 


Tuning in from Catalonia to Brighton for @DrNChakrabarty discussing 
her Desmond Elliott longlisted novel with @nktgill — thank you 
@Feminist Books for this wonderful event! »” (Craig Literary) 


Total one-sidedness, which only allows and spreads conflict with human 
nature, is also shown by the wide-ranging series of Lammy literary awards. 


«Congratulations to the 2022 Lammy Finalists! 

We're proud to announce the finalists in 24 categories for the 34th 
Annual Lambda Literary Awards. The finalists were selected by a panel of 
over 60 literary professionals from more than 2,300 book submissions ... 

Lesbian Fiction 

How to Wrestle a Girl // Venita Blackburn, MCD x FSG Originals 

Matrix // Lauren Groff, Riverhead Books 

Skye Falling // Mia McKenzie, Random House 

The Five Wounds // Kirstin Valdez Quade, W. W. Norton & Company 

With Teeth // Kristen Arnett, Riverhead Books 

Gay Fiction 

100 Boyfriends // Brontez Purnell, MCD x FSG Originals 

Brickmakers: A Novel // Selva Almada, translated by Annie McDermott, 
Graywolf Press 

Gordo // Jaime Cortez, Grove Atlantic 

My Good Son // Yang Huang, University of New Orleans Press 

Rainbow Milk // Paul Mendez, PRH/Doubleday 

Bisexual Fiction 

Blue-Skinned Gods // SJ Sindu, Soho Press 

Milk Fed: A Novel // Melissa Broder, Scribner 

Monster in the Middle // Tiphanie Yanique, Riverhead Books 

We Play Ourselves // Jen Silverman, Random House 

We Want What We Want // Alix Ohlin, House Anansi Press 

Transgender Fiction 

A Natural History of Transition // Callum Angus, Metonymy Press 

Detransition, Baby // Torrey Peters, One World 

Margaret and the Mystery of the Missing Body // Megan Milks, 
Feminist Press 

She Who Became the Sun // Shelley Parker-Chan, Tor Books 

Summer Fun // Jeanne Thornton, Soho Press 

Bisexual Nonfiction 

Borealis // Aisha Sabatini Sloan, Coffee House Press 


200 https://www.craigliterary.com/submit.html 
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Dark Tourist: Essays // Hasanthika Sirisena, Mad Creek Books 

Greedy: Notes from a Bisexual Who Wants Too Much // Jen Winston, 
Atria Books 

The Kissing Bug: A True Story of a Family, an Insect, and a Nation’s 
Neglect of a Deadly Disease // Daisy Hernandez, Tin House 

The Way She Feels: My Life on the Borderline in Pictures and Pieces // 
Courtney Cook, Tin House 

Transgender Nonfiction 

Belly of the Beast: The Politics of Anti-Fatness as Anti-Blackness // 
Da’Shaun Harrison, North Atlantic Books 

Brown Trans Figurations: Rethinking Race, Gender, and Sexuality in 
Chicanx/Latinx Studies // Francisco Galarte, University of Texas Press 

Care Of: Letters, Connections, and Cures // Ivan Coyote, McClelland & 
Stewart 

Trans and Genderqueer Subjects in Medieval Hagiography // Edited by 
Alicia Spencer-Hall and Blake Gutt, Amsterdam University Press 

Trans Sex: Clinical Approaches to Trans Sexualities and Erotic 
Embodiments // Lucie Fielding, Routledge 

LGBTQ Nonfiction 

Dear Senthuran // Akwaeke Emezi, Riverhead Books 

Deep Sniff: A History of Poppers and Queer Futures // Adam Zmith, 
Repeater Books 

Girlhood // Melissa Febos, Bloomsbury Publishing 

Let the Record Show // Sarah Schulman, Farrar, Strauss, & Giroux 

Northern Light: Power, Land, and the Memory of Water // Kazim Ali, 
Milkweed Editions 

Lesbian Poetry 

All the Rage // Rosamond S. King, Nightboat Books 

Last Days // Tamiko Beyer, Alice James Books 

The Language We Were Never Taught to Speak // Grace Lau, Guernica 
Editions 

The Renunciations: Poems // Donika Kelly, Graywolf Press 

Who’s Your Daddy // Arisa White, Augury Books 

Gay Poetry 

Besiege Me // Nicholas Wong, Noemi Press 

Creep Love // Michael Walsh, Autumn House Press 

Punks: New & Selected Poems // John Keene, The Song Cave 

Shoreditch // Miguel Murphy, Barrow Street Press 

Tenderness // Derrick Austin, BOA Editions 

Bisexual Poetry 

Gumbo Ya Ya // Aurielle Marie, University of Pittsburgh Press 
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Imagine Us, The Swarm // Muriel Leung, Nightboat Books 

Master Suffering // CM Burroughs, Tupelo Press 

The Best Prey // Paige Quifiones, Pleiades Press 

The Sunflower Cast a Spell to Save Us from the Void // Jackie Wang, 
Nightboat Books 

Transgender Poetry 

Crossbones on My Life // Mason J, Nomadic Press 

Salamat sa Intersectionality // Dani Putney, Okay Donkey Press 

Transverse // Lindsay Choi, Futurepoem Books 

Villainy // Andrea Abi-Karam, Nightboat Books 

x/ex/exis // Raquel Salas Rivera, The University of Arizona Press 

Lesbian Memoir/Biography 

The 2000s Made Me Gay: Essays on Pop Culture // Grace Perry, 
Macmillan/St. Martin’s Griffin 

The Audacity of a Kiss: Love, Art, and Liberation // Leslie Cohen, 
Rutgers University Press 

The Daring Life and Dangerous Times of Eve Adams // Jonathan Ned 
Katz, Chicago Review Press 

The One You Want to Marry (And Other Identities I’ve Had): A Memoir 
// Sophie Santos, TOPPLE Books 

Why Labelle Matters // Adele Bertei, University of Texas Press 

Gay Memoir/Biography 

Antiman: A Hybrid Memoir // Rajiv Mohabir, Restless Books 

Hola Papi // John Paul Brammer, Simon & Schuster 

Never Silent: ACT UP and My Life in Activism // Peter Staley, Chicago 
Review Press 

Punch Me Up to the Gods: A Memoir // Brian Broome, Mariner Books 

Writing with Caca / Escribir con Caca // Luis Felipe Fabre, translated by 
JD Pluecker, Green Lantern Press 

Lesbian Romance 

Chemistry Lessons // Jae, Ylva Publishing 

Go Around // E. J. Noyes, Bella Books 

In the Long Run // Haley Cass, Self-Published 

Red Tide at Heron Bay // Gerri Hill, Bella Books 

The Headmistress // Milena McKay, Self-Published 

Gay Romance 

Best of the Wrong Reasons // Sander Santiago, Bold Strokes Books 

Dublin Bay // John Patrick, NineStar Press 

Excellent Sons: A Love Story in Three Acts // Larry Benjamin, Beaten 
Track Publishing 

Floridian Nights // Lance Ringel, Distant Mirror Press 
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The Other Man // Farhad J. Dadyburjor, Lake Union 

LGBTQ Anthology 

Between Certain Death and a Possible Future: Queer Writing on 
Growing Up with the AIDS Crisis // Edited by Mattilda Bernstein Sycamore, 
Arsenal Pulp Press 

Mouths of Rain: An Anthology of Black Lesbian Thought // Edited by 
Briona Simone Jones, The New Press 

Q & A: Voices from Queer Asian North America // Martin F. 
Manalansan IV, Alice Y. Hom, and Kale Bantigue Fajardo, Temple 
University Press 

Queer Nightlife // Edited by Kemi Adeyemi, Kareem Khubchandani, 
and Ramon H. Rivera-Servera, The University of Michigan Press 

The Methuen Drama Book of Trans Plays // Editors: Leanna Keyes, 
Lindsey Mantoan, and Angela Farr Schiller; Playwrights: Leanna Keyes, 
Azure D. Osborne-Lee, Ty Defoe, MJ Kaufman, Raphaél Amahl Khouri, j. 
Chavez, Sharifa Yasmin, and Mashuq Mushtaq Deen, Bloomsbury 
Publishing 

LGBTQ Children's/Middle Grade 

Calvin // JR and Vanessa Ford, G.P. Putnam’s Sons Books for Young 
Readers 

Hazel Bly and the Deep Blue Sea // Ashley Herring Blake, Little, Brown 
BYR (Books for Young Readers) 

Love, Violet // Charlotte Sullivan Wild, illustrated by Charlene Chua, 
Farrar, Straus and Giroux BYR (Books for Young Readers) 

Stitch by Stitch: Cleve Jones and the AIDS Memorial Quilt // Rob 
Sanders, APA Magination Press 

The Fabulous Zed Watson! // Basil Sylvester and Kevin Sylvester, 
HarperCollins Publishers Ltd. 

LGBTQ Young Adult 

Hani And Ishu’s Guide To Fake Dating // Adiba Jaigirdar, Page Street 
Kids 

The City Beautiful // Aden  Polydoros, Harlequin Trade 
Publishing/Inkyard 

The Heartbreak Bakery // A. R. Capetta, Candlewick Press 

The Passing Playbook // Isaac Fitzsimons, Dial Books for Young 
Readers 

What We Devour // Linsey Miller, Sourcebooks Fire 

LGBTQ Comics 

Cheer Up! Love and Pompoms // Crystal Frasier and Val Wise, lettering 
by Oscar O. Jupiter, Oni Press 
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Our Work Is Everywhere: An Illustrated Oral History of Queer & Trans 
Resistance // Syan Rose, Arsenal Pulp Press 

Shadow Life // Written by Hiromi Goto; illustrated by Ann Xu, First 
Second 

Stone Fruit // Lee Lai, Fantagraphics Books 

Thirsty Mermaids // Kat Leyh, Simon & Schuster/Gallery 13 

LGBTQ Drama 

Love Like Light // Daniel Alexander Jones, 53rd State Press 

mama [rose.] // storée michele 

Mrs. Harrison // R. Eric Thomas, TRW Plays 

Pillow Talk // Kheven LaGrone, Theatre Rhinoceros 

Thrive, or What You Will {an epic} // L M Feldman, American 
Shakespeare Center 

LGBTQ Erotica 

Ambrosia: Trans Masc and Non Binary Erotic Comics Anthology // 
Edited by Tab Kimpton and Jade Sarson, Discord Comics 

Big Joe // Samuel R. Delany, Inpatient Press 

Nectar: Trans Femme and Non Binary Erotic Comics Anthology // 
Edited by Tab Kimpton and Harry-Anne Bentley, Discord Comics 

Queer Werewolves Destroy Capitalism: Smutty Stories // MJ Lyons, 
Microcosm Publishing 

The Lodger, That Summer // Levi Huxton, Self-Published 

LGBTQ Mystery 

Bath Haus // P.J. Vernon, PRH/Doubleday 

Finding the Vein // Jennifer Hanlon Wilde, Ooligan Press 

Lies With Man // Michael Nava, Amble Press 

Murder Under Her Skin // Stephen Spotswood, PRH/Doubleday 

The Savage Kind // John Copenhaver, Pegasus Books 

LGBTQ Speculative Fiction 

A Desolation Called Peace // Arkady Martine, Tor Books 

Breeder // Honni van Rijswijk, Blackstone Publishing 

No Gods, No Monsters // Cadwell Turnbull, Blackstone Publishing 

Phototaxis // Olivia Tapiero, translated by Kit Schluter, Nightboat 
Books 

The Tensorate Series // Neon Yang, Tordotcom Publishing 

LGBTQ Studies 

Homo Psyche: On Queer Theory and Erotophobia // Gila Ashtor, 
Fordham University Press 

Racial Erotics: Gay Men of Color, Sexual Racism, and the Politics of 
Desire // C. Winter Han, University of Washington Press 

The Shape of Sex // Leah DeVun, Columbia University Press 
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Transtopia in the Sinophone Pacific // Howard Chiang, Columbia 
University Press 

Vice Patrol: Cops, Courts, and the Struggle over Urban Gay Life before 
Stonewall // Anna Lvovsky, University of Chicago Press 

Lambda Literary thanks the following sponsors for their support of the 
Lammys. 

HarperCollins Publishers, hachette BOOKS, macmillan Publishers, 
Bookshop.org, The Shipman Agency Inc.»”"' (Lambda Literary) 


Proudly promoting an insanely long list of award-winning books of all 
the messes that could be dreamt up, the activist association that has been 
carrying out propaganda for LGBTQ, including to children, for decades. 
How many children are spoilt for life, burdened with superfluous problems, 
deprived of happiness and life fulfilment, they don't care. They don't even 
think about it — it's a taboo topic. Relations of both sexes are being poisoned; 
our culture is disintegrating. They will never be able to raise children in 
natural, harmonious cultural relationships between both sexes. 


Those who object to such feminist ideology receive no response with 
factual arguments, which feminists never had — all their claims were 
demonstrably false. Instead of any factual argument, dissenters are made out 
to be crazy and demanded to be committed to a psychiatric ward. This is how 
feminist attitude dictatorship works: 


«Since we don't live in a feminist society, but in a patriarchal one, you 
should maybe think again about the ‘statement’” (Emily). 

“Reality denial. The feminist thesis of the ‘patriarchal’ society is 
disproven, has never been true, is feminist conspiracy theory. The oppression 
of men is so radical that no fundamentally critical book has reached the 
public since 1968.” (Dichter! Denker) 

“Please seek help and get admitted to psychiatric care” (Emily, Apr 20, 
2022)» 
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Emily @lillebi00 - 59m 
Da wir in keiner feministischen Gesellschaft leben, sondern in einer 


patriarchalen solltest du dir vielleicht nochmal Gedanken Uber dein 
~otatement* machen 


QO “1 ian D1 it 


@ Dichter1Denker @DichteriDenker - 33m 
Realitatsverleugnung. Die feministische These der 'patriarchalischen’ 
Gesellschaft ist widerlegt, hat nie gestimmt, ist feministische 
Verschworungstheorie. Die Unterdrickung von Mannern ist so radikal, daB 
seit 1968 kein grundlegend kritisches Buch die Offentlichkeit erreichte. 


@ 2 ja 9, ra ill 


Emily 
@lillebi0O 


Replying to @Dichter1 Denker 


Such dir bitte Hilfe und lass dich einweisen 


Translate Tweet 


10:40 AM - Apr 29, 2022 - Twitter for iPhone 


Anyone who disagrees with feminist conspiracy theory, even mentio- 
ning the oppression of men, is framed as a psychopath. 


As always, the opposite would be true: many influential, leading femi- 
nists of all waves were demonstrably driven by psychotic forces, as my book 
“Settling the score with feminism” documents, often shown by feminist lite- 
rature itself. Since the first feminist wave, hysteria and absurd psychotic 
agendas and goals have dominated society. 


But it is not the actual hysterical, irrational ideology that cripples whole 
generations that is examined for psychopathology, as it should be, but repre- 
sentatives of natural life as it had developed organically over many millen- 
nia. Always and everywhere, feminist-minded people do everything exactly 
backwards. 


«Meanwhile, public broadcasting is no longer embarrassed by anything 
— they even offer a stage to the last confused person... (Jan) 
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Mila is a Little. She is 25 years old, wears nappies and likes to behave 
like a toddler. She lives out her childish side with her Daddy. Can you ima- 


gine walking around with a soother?» 


»Jan« @®@ @jeanvansta - Apr 24 

Dem Offentlichen-rechtlichen Rundfunk ist mittlerweile 
auch gar nichts mehr peinlich — man bietet selbst den 
letzten Verwirrten eine Buhne. Die Zwangsgebthr muss 
weg. 


Mila ist ein Little. Sie ist 25 Jahre alt, tragt Windeln 
und verhalt sich gerne wie ein Kleinkind. Sie lebt ihr 
kindliche Seite mit ihrem Daddy aus. 


Konntet ihr euch vorstellen mit dem Schnuller durch 
die Gegend zu laufen? @) & 


Heute um 20:15 Uhr kommt das Video mit Mila 
online!! 


: 
“= 
- . 


ORR Blog. 


© 108 Tl 156 © 1,211 
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Already children's books spread such destructive ideologies, currently 
especially LGBTQ and BIPOC, and are awarded prizes for it. Of course, 
there is not a single heterosexual book in the publishing house. However, it is 
true for the whole industry, the whole literary business, that heterosexual 
male losers have no voice at all, therefore they are constantly increasing in 
number! 


Millions of heterosexual losers? There is not a single book for them on 
the entire book market, they do not have a single voice! This is what the op- 
pression of (white) heterosexual men looks like: Everyone is allowed to 
participate except heterosexuals. But that is not discrimination. You have to 
understand that. Natural predisposition is considered suspect and is increa- 
singly restricted morally in the ongoing cultural revolution. On the other 
hand, the more aberrant something is, the more it is cheered, celebrated and 
promoted. Those who do not belong to the infertile privileged minorities 
have to keep their mouths shut, are not allowed to express themselves, other- 
wise the intellectual ANTIFA will come and flatten them. Only privileged, 
i.e. officially declared ‘disadvantaged’, ‘minorities’ have a right to a fulfilled 
life or even to procreation. Is that so difficult to understand? Shut up, you 
don't have a voice and you're not allowed to speak out, just get it through 
your head. Nobody cares what happens to you! 


«Lambda Literary Awards celebrate the best LGBTQ books published in 
a given year. Submissions are judged principally on literary merit and content 
relevant to LGBTQ lives. ... 

Books eligible for lesbian categories feature a prominent lesbian 
character or contain content of strong significance to lesbian lives. 

Books eligible for gay categories feature a prominent gay male charac- 
ter or contain content of strong significance to gay male lives.» (Lambda 
Literary) 


Needless to say, there must not be a prize for white writers, heterosexual 
writers or male losers, indeed, there is no voice of white, heterosexual male 
losers in the entire official literary establishment, and Jan Deichmohle, who 
wrote “The Oppression of Men”, is banned from submitting to a large num- 
ber of publishers in his language area. 


The situation is now similar at universities, once places of value-free re- 
search, which since at least 1968 have been infiltrated by the demon of cultu- 
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ral revolution and converted into propaganda centres and cadres’ workshops. 
They still boast of alleged ‘scientificity’, but this has largely been extingui- 
shed in the humanities and replaced by hysterical, emotionally moralising, 
one-sided indoctrination. However, this does not only apply to the humani- 
ties, but tends to apply to all subjects, as far as it is possible. Climate re- 
search, too, has degenerated into feminist-style activism, based on one-sided 
views, preconceived basic beliefs and assumptions, recalibrating data as it 
sees fit and using questionable models. What then calls itself ‘science’, 
which should be listened to, is in fact once again activism, which does not 
tolerate any fundamental contradiction, which is necessary for finding the 
truth in real science. Only in pure mathematics has feminism, which also 
likes to mock and reject “patriarchal logic’, so far failed to make any real 
inroads. 


«The Hart House Student Literary and Library Committee provides 
opportunities for students at U of T and community members in the GTA to 
explore the literary arts. The Committee encompasses numerous and distinct 
areas of the literary world through the Hart House Library, Writers Co-op, 
Endnote Podcast, professional development panels, and engaging literary- 
based activities. The Literary and Library Committee also publishes the Hart 
House Review, an annual literary and art journal, and coordinates a poetry 
and prose contest. 

EQUITY, DIVERSITY, AND INCLUSION 

Our events are safe spaces for all members of the Hart House, Uni versi- 
ty of Toronto, and Greater Toronto community; particularly, those from 
underrepresented and marginalised backgrounds, including LGBTQ2A+ and 
BIPOC Folks, and individuals with disabilities and mental health issues. 

However, we understand that this is not enough to dismantle the syste- 
mic barriers to equality which exists for so many members of this communi- 
ty. The HHSL&LC operates under an Equity and Diversity Mandate to focus 
our actions and attention on creating positive social change, such as by provi- 
ding specialized resources to those from underrepresented and marginalised 
backgrounds; addressing the discriminatory, oppressive, and colonial history 
of literature; finding ways to expand the boundaries of our normalised canon; 
and showcasing traditionally overlooked voices, stories, and modes of story- 
telling.»*°’ (Hart House Student Literary and Library Committee) 


Inclusion explicitly excludes white, heterosexual male losers. Diversity 
is not letting them have their say. Equality is to demean and oppress a majo- 
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rity of men into male losers. You have to know that. Otherwise, you believe 
the empty phrases and no longer see reality. 


You can also cut the phrases short: “Jan, fuck off! Here all critical 
voices are rejected and excluded. This is a safe space where there can be no 
opposition to the ideology of the aforementioned groups. We determine who 
is disadvantaged and underrepresented! And we determine that we are 
disadvantaged and underrepresented, so we must continue to be promoted by 
state coercion, whereas you are advantaged, so you are not allowed to be 
heard under any circumstances, to express your repugnant views and certain- 
ly not to participate in life or debate, in the name of humanity, tolerance and 
diversity! For we are the cultural revolution for good, and you are evil perso- 
nified, which to exclude and hate is a benefit and applied humaneness!” 


«Lucy Cleland is a literary agent at Kneerim & Williams, representing 
idea-driven and narrative nonfiction of all stripes... cultural criticism and 
idea-driven books that carve out new territory in contemporary conver- 
sations, particularly in feminism»*™ (Kneerim & Williams Literary Agency) 


Lucy wants cultural criticism, which is a code word for radical left- 
feminist-green ‘critical theory’. This is a cultural revolutionary ideology. The 
demanded “idea-driven narrative non-fiction of all stripes” must only open 
up ‘politically correct’ territory, especially feminist territory. Under no cir- 
cumstances will she or any other established literary agent or publishing 
house from our time tolerate the submission of critique of feminism, society 
or culture that is genuinely critical, at worst even refuting ‘critical theory’ or 
feminism! Criticism is a one-way street owned by feminists, leftists and 
greens. Criticism must therefore never be levelled at feminists, left-wing 
radicals or greens — that would be ‘Nazi’! Criticism must come exclusively 
from them. This is another reason why Jan Deichmohle and books like “The 
Oppression of Men”, “Critique of Feminist Ideology”, “Censored: First Vo- 
lume on the First Wave” and “Settling the Score with Feminism” absolutely 
have to be suppressed: they dare to express genuine criticism of ideology in 
power. Only pseudo-criticism in the sense of this ideology is allowed. 


«Hannah i 10.2.2014 um 20:16 

Dear Jan, 

Thank you so much for your interest in Talcott Notch. After conferring 
with senior members of the agency, I regret to inform you we are going to 
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have to pass on this project. As an exclusively female agency that caters to a 
largely female readership, we do not seem to be the right fit for your 
project... 

Talcott Notch Literary Services» 


Talcott Notch is, by their own admission, an “exclusively female agen- 
cy”. They rejected my book “Culture and The Sexes” on this ground. Accor- 
ding to these feminists, non-feminist sex discourses are not to be expected 
from female-owned agencies. This clearly shows how disastrous the female 
takeover of such professions has been since 1968. 


«Reiko is primarily seeking literary and upmarket novels and linked 
story collections. She loves family sagas, voice-driven coming-of-age stories, 
and works that grapple with identity and portray diverse lived experiences. 
She also represents select narrative nonfiction that explores social justice, 
issues of race and gender, and the history and experiences of women and 
people of color. ... Right now she's on the lookout for middle grade nonficti- 
on projects in the areas of science, activism» (DeFiore & Company) 


As usual with literary agents, publishers and media, Reiko takes on 
works with key themes that correspond to contemporary ideology: ‘social 
justice’, ‘race’ and ‘gender’, each in the slanted meaning that our cultural re- 
volution has given to these code words since (at least) 1968. It's also about 
the experience of women, people of colour and identity, another code word 
that can only be used by leftists, feminists and greens, because if anyone else 
uses it, that's considered ‘fascist’. The experience of white, heterosexual 
male losers is strictly excluded by each of these keywords. ‘Science’ already 
merges into ‘activism’ in its self-representation. Ah indeed, the propaganda is 
aimed at children from the age of eight, because that's what ‘middle grade’ 
means. 


«Where does this madness come from? Didn't we have this in the GDR, 
under Hitler, Stalin, Mao, the Khmer Rouge? Question, why, do you want to 
kill people and destroy societies? Why did the SPD shoot demonstrators and 
civilians in Blood May 1929, can you socialists not live without violence?» 
(The Dissident) 

«I don't want reform, I don't want any more tiring debate after which 
nothing happens anyway. 

I want to see patriarchy and capitalism burning 
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I want socialism I want revolution» (Madita Fester, many courses of 

study, radical socialist feminist) 

The Dissident @TheReal94363744 - 45m + 

Woher kommt der Wahnsinn, hatten wir das nicht in der DDR unter Hitler 
Stalin, Mao, Khmer. Frage warum willst du Menschen toten und 
Gesellschaften vernichten ? Warum hat die SPD im Blutmai 1929 
Demonstranten und Zivilisten erschossen, k6nnt ihr Sozialisten ohne 
Gewalt noch leben ? 


m Follow 


Madita Fester 
@Maditaty 


viele Studiengange —& radikal- 
sozialistische Feministin 


216 Following 215 Followers 


Not followed by anyone you’re following 


@ Madita Fester @Maditaty - 4h 

Ich will keine Reform, ich will keine ermuidende Debatte mehr nach der 

eh nichts passiert 

Ich will das Patriarchat und den Kapitalismus brennen sehen 

Ich will den Sozialismus ich will die Revolution 

Show this thread 

Radical feminists are already warping our infants, children and youth, 

crippling them mentally, robbing them of their sex identity, human nature 
and culture. Their ideology is radical and unjust. 


«To this day, I still can't believe that a dude at my university equated the 
demand for free menstrual products with a demand for condoms, because 
that would mean equality. 

Who doesn't know it? Sometimes you are surprised by your period and 
need menstrual products and sometimes you are surprised by ejaculation (??) 
and need a condom. 

I literally just wish him severe diarrhoea and no toilet paper 

I ash in Helmut Schmidt's ashtray in the Willy Brandt House» (Madita 
Fester) 
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Madita Fester @Maditaty - Apr 23 eee 
Kann bis heute einfach nicht glauben, dass ein Dude an meiner Uni, die 
Forderung nach gratis Menstruationsprodukten mit ner Forderung nach 
Kondomen gleichgesetzt hat, weil das ware ja dann + Gleichstellung + 


QO 3 td ©) 23 AP 


Madita Fester @Maditaty - Apr 23 eee 
Wer kennt es nicht? Manchmal wird man von der Periode tiberrascht und 
braucht Menstruationsprodukte und manchmal wird man mit Ejakulation 
(??) berrascht und braucht ein Kondom 


Os t2 QO 6 & 

Madita Fester @Maditaty - Apr 23 eee 
Ich wunsche ihm literally einfach heftigen Durchfall und kein Klopapier 

9) ia 0 13 a 

Madita Fester @Maditaty - Apr 23 eee 


Ich asche in Helmut Schmidts Aschenbecher im WBH 


@ joshua @jOshua_wie - Apr 23 
Stell dir vor du stehst rauchend auf einem Balkon des Willy-Brandt- 
Hauses und siehst das 


Those who criticise censorship are censored and blocked in the feminist 
society. 


«Your Twitter account has been banned 

Twitter 21.06.2021 19:03 

Hello Jan Deichmohle, 

your account Jan Deichmohle has been banned for a violation of 
Twitter rules. Specifically: Breach of our rules on hate inciting behaviour. 
You may not promote violence against others based on race, ethnicity, 
national origin, sexual orientation, sex, gender identity, religious affiliation, 
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age, disability, or serious medical condition, or threaten or harass others on 
these grounds. 

“Jan Deichmohle Jan_Deichmohle 

Whoopee! Twitter honoured me with profile blocking today, along the 
lines of ‘If you write the truth, you get blocked.’ Criticism of the government 
is hate. Men and Germans are not allowed to defend themselves when they 
become victims. Then they are blocked. More in books: 

https://www.quellwerk.com” 

Note: If you try to get around a permanent ban by creating new ac- 


counts, we'll ban your new accounts.» 
< __ Dein Twitter Account wurde gesperrt 


ry) Twitter 
Mo, 21.06.2021 19:03 


An: Sie 


vy 


Hallo Jan Deichmohle, 


dein Account Jan_Deichmohle wurde wegen eines 
VerstoRes gegen die Twitter Regeln gesperrt. 


Insbesondere: 


Versto& gegen unsere Regeln zu Hass 
schiirendem Verhalten. 

Du darfst keine Gewalt gegen andere aufgrund von 
Rasse, ethnischer ZugehGrigkeit, nationaler Herkunft, 
sexueller Orientierung, Geschlecht, geschlechtlicher 
Identitat, religi6ser ZugehGrigkeit, Alter, Behinderung 
oder ernster Krankheit férdern oder andere aus diesen 
Griinden bedrohen oder belastigen. 


( Jan Deichmohle 
@Jan_Deichmohle 


Juchhu! Twitter hat mich heute mit Profilsperrung geehrt, 
nach dem Motto: "Wer die Wahrheit schreibt, wird 
gesperrt. Regierungskritik ist Ha&. Manner und Deutsche 
dirfen sich nicht wehren, wenn sie Opfer werden. Dann 
werden sie gesperrt. Mehr in BUchern: https://[...] 
https://[...] 


Hinweis: Wenn du versuchst, eine dauerhafte Sperrung 
durch Erstellen neuer Accounts zu umgehen, sperren wir 
deine neuen Accounts. Wenn du Einspruch gegen diese 
Sperrung einlegen méchtest, wende dich an unser 
Support-Team. 
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Due to the above criticism of Twitter, which does not violate a single 
one of Twitter's stated rules, is completely factual, flawless and factually 
correct, Jan Deichmohle was permanently banned by Twitter and remains so 
to this day. There was even a clerk in the legal protection insurance who 
thinks like ANTIFA and denies white men the right to criticise. With such a 
purely political, unobjective reasoning, assistance was refused, although Jan 
Deichmohle regularly paid his insurance premiums. That's how it works in 
the supposedly free West! 


«Although there are fine science fiction and fantasy writers of all ethni- 
cities, races, and genders, historically the field has reflected the same prejudi- 
ces found in the culture around it, leading to proportionately fewer successful 
writers of color and women writers than white male writers. Within the limi- 
tations of the workshop, Clarion West is dedicated to improving those pro- 
portions.»””° (Clarion West Writers Workshop) 


Ideological creed followed by massive, one-sided discrimination, in 
most cases also categorical exclusion of anyone who thinks differently. This 
is a repressive ideology that pretends to be benevolent and liberating, but has 
exactly the opposite effect. 


«Samara is known for her ardent support of women, BIPOC, and 
LGBTQIA+ playwrights»””” (Michael Moore Agency) 


Such ideology shapes the media, the literary world, politics, education, 
society. This is why a twelve-year-old was arrested for alleged rape after a 
seventeen-year-old girl seduced him and became pregnant in the process. 
Feminist un-‘logic’ of justice in many countries. 


«The Thanjavur all-women police force has arrested a 12-year-old boy 
under Posco Act on charges of raping and impregnating a 17-year-old-girl 
who has since delivered a baby.» (Indian newspaper, Times News Network, 
22.4.2022) 


Due to the large age difference and therefore the stronger physical and 
character development of the 17-year-old girl compared to a 12-year-old boy, 
if anything, the girl raped the boy and not vice versa. But reason, facts or 
logic have never been expected from feminist-minded forces. 


206 https://www.clarionwest.org/about/ 
207 https://www.michaelmooreagency.com/find-us 
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This is not an isolated case, it also occurs in western countries. A 14- 
year-old boy was seduced by a 20-year-old woman who took advantage of 
his problematic situation, whereupon the woman later sued the boy for main- 
tenance because she had impregnated herself during this statutory rape of the 


boy. 
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Statutory rape victim forced to pay child support 


Alia Beard Rau | The Arizona Republic 


PHOENIX — Nick Olivas became a father at 14, a fact he wouldn't learn 
for eight years. 


While in high school, Olivas had sex with a 20-year-old woman. As he 
sees it now, she took advantage of a lonely kid going through a rough 
patch at home. 


State law says a child younger than 15 cannot consent with an adult 
under any circumstance, making Olivas a rape victim. Olivas didn't 
press charges and says he didn't realize at the time that it was even 
something to consider. 


The two went their separate ways. Olivas, now 24 and living in Phoenix, 
graduated from high school, went to college and became a medical 
assistant. 


Then two years ago, the state served him with papers demanding child 
support. That's how he found out he had a then-6-year-old daughter. 


«Our tastes tend toward literary and international fiction; voice-y novels 
with a strong sense of place; big memoir that goes beyond the me-moir; 
topical or narrative nonfiction with a strong interest in women's voices, 
global perspectives, and class and race issues»””* (Fairbank Literary Repre- 
sentation) 


The literary agentesses of both sexes have a strong interest in female 
voices, globalist perspectives, race and class struggle. Of course, none of 
them represent male loser voices like "The Oppression of Men". Never in 
their lives would they do that, because they are only doing radical propagan- 
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da of the extremist cultural revolution that has been going on since at least 
1968. 


re Men's Rights Matter Too @mens rights - 23h 
Misandry at its finest. Speak up men before it's too late 
= Gender Inequal INDIA @indiaGender - Apr 21 


The #JohnnyDepp case shows that no matter how much evidence a 
male complainant has, he will not be believed, yet a statement will be 
enough to put a male in prison. & 


ella“ @diziescape : 1 pv 

This is why male victims don't even bother 
speaking up. Johnny Depp has hours of tapes 
of Amber Heard abusing him, more than 40 
witnesses, medical and police records and 
security camera footage, yet the judge sided 
with her because she is a woman. 


#JusticeForJohnnyDepp 


Cr g Tl 44 CF 78 


[> 


«SIAN ... I'm especially passionate about LGBTQIA+ representati- 
on.» (Blake Friedmann Literary Agency, new version) 


Both grotesque and cynical is that the total oppression of white, hetero- 
sexual male losers is pursued under the pretext of promoting writers of un- 
derrepresented and ‘diverse’ backgrounds, moreover ‘global perspectives’. 
These are all key terms that have been loaded with oppressive meaning. A 
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353 


global perspective to liberate white, heterosexual male losers is not only out 
of sight, but currently unimaginable. 


«SIAN ... I'm particularly keen to read all kinds of books by authors 
from diverse and underrepresented backgrounds, especially LGBTQIA+ 
authors, or stories with LGBTQIA+ characters and themes.» (ibid., previous 
version) 


Kristina Pérez is closed to queries 
‘ Zeno Literary Agency 


Literary agent @zenoagency . New Yorker in London, medievalist, feminist, 
Latinx. Probably listening to 90s music right now. Closed to queries. 


«For children's books writers and illustrators, we highly recommend the 
many valuable resources provided by the Kweli Journal, including their 
Children's Books Conference for BIPOC authors and illustrators.»7!° (Full 
Circle Literary) 


The propaganda is explicitly spread through children's books. In this 
way, manipulated generations grow up who will not be able to recognise the 
truth throughout their lives. This problem has tended to exist since the begin- 


O & hitps://www.fullcircleliterary.com wv 
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ry) © B Bookshop 


oO OUR AUTHORS * OURILLUSTRATORS * OUR AGENTS * RESOURCES * NEWS . SUBMIT TO US 


= 


Odes Celebrating Powerful Black Women 


His Holiness the Dalai Lama & Archbishop Desmond Tutu _ 


CALLING ALL 
E F ASPIRING 
‘Books that break barriers and | KIDLIT WRITERS! 


B I A Cc 4 THE LiTTLE Book oF HY y 
Recent Tweets 
 ) Latinx in Publishing 
@LatinxinPub 
F! Calling all kidlit writers #4 
This one is for you! Save the date for our 
ns Work-in-Progress Fellowship. Applications 
i ¢ open April 1st. Be sure to have your 
Just Out! submissions ready to go! #latinxinpublishing 
th | SAVE THE DATE 
2022 WORK-IN-PROGRESS cam | 
O@QOO® — 
Y P Y | mee 


ning of the 20th century. 
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«Roz Kidd ... I'd especially love to see a feminist horror tv series»*"! (Ki 
Agency) 


With so much love for feminist horror, it strikes even a literary agent of 
the feminist era that men are easily passed over by literary agents, even if 
they do not offer critical content like Jan Deichmohle, which must not be 
made public under any circumstances, lest the cultural revolution's edifice of 
lies collapses. 


«Also: major bonus credit for upmarket fiction by and about women. 
Men can sometimes get left off those lists of prospective agents. »”!* (Honest 
words from Jay Mandel, William Morris Endeavor) 


Meanwhile, their extreme one-sidedness is beginning to dawn on some 
of them, at least to some extent. 


7%, Britt Siess 
Britt Siess Creative Management 


Founder of Britt Siess Creative Management @BrittSiessCM / Literary 
Agent/ Graphic Novels/ Bi (give me your queer stories!!)/ Cosplay/ Cake/ & 


Hardly any established literary agency gets by without key phrases like 
“systemic change”, “inclusion” and “diversity”, which in reality mean total 
exclusion of white, heterosexual male losers. Change is only allowed in one 
direction: feminist disenfranchisement of male losers. Any attempt at change 
in favour of white, heterosexual male losers is bitterly suppressed as in a war 
where the existence and survival of an ideology or war party is at stake. 


«OUR INITIATIVES 

Social Action: We combine powerful storytelling with strong advocacy 
to bring about systemic change ... 

Responsibility: We run our businesses with a focus on sustainability and 
inclusion, including our signature workplace diversity program, Empower» 
(WME William Morris Endeavor) 


211 https://ki-agency.co.uk/agents 

212 https://www.kirkusreviews.com/news-and-features/articles/q-jay-mandel- 
william-morris-endeavor/ 

213 https://www.wmeagency.com/responsibility/ 
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‘Inclusion’ or ‘inclusion’ means radically excluding white, heterosexual 
male losers and books by Jan Deichmohl like “The Oppression of Men” to 
promote artificially created ‘minorities’ that fight and bend human nature. 
‘Diversity’ means suppressing criticism of their ideology by claiming that na- 
tural views are not ‘diverse’ or ‘progressive’ — such eulogies only apply to 
those who conflict with human nature in accordance with ideology. ‘Em- 
power’ means to disenfranchise white, heterosexual men in order to make a 
group that has always been biologically dominant even more dominant and 
privileged. 


«DIGITAL 

Disruptors who are setting the new world order — from podcasts to 
digital talent and creators to content brands and publishers»’!* (WME 
William Morris Endeavor) 


The targeted search is for ‘disruptors’, a term popularly used by suppor- 
ters of the ‘New World Order’ or ‘globalism’. 


Such literary business wants to “set the new world order”. This explicit- 
ly bestows feminist anti-heterosexual activism in almost all literary agencies 
— in the few others it works subliminally. 


«Jess Dallow is currently looking for adult novels only. She'd love to 
see diverse characters (BIPOC, LGBTQ) in women's fiction/book club 
fiction, romance, domestic suspense, and thrillers.»*'* (Brower Literary & 
Management) 


The vast majority of (mostly female) literary agents love diverse charac- 
ters, which includes #BIPOC and #LGBTQ, but detest white, heterosexual 
male losers like Jan Deichmohle and don't want his book “The Oppression of 
Men” to be represented and thereupon published. Male losers are not consi- 
dered ‘diverse’. Diversity is the monotony of only ‘politically correct’ views. 


«VIVA LA ¥ VULVA» (Berlin's largest bookshop) 


Likewise, bookstores celebrate the female genitalia. If it were the male, 
the same would be considered ‘sexist’. 


214 https://www.wmeagency.com/expertise/ 
215 https://browerliterary.com/submissions/representation/ 
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«Some Areas of Interest: 
Adventure, Contemporary Fiction, Feminist Fiction ... Ethnic, Femi- 
nism»)”'° (The Charlotte Gusay Literary Agency) 


With such, by its own account, feminist areas of interest, it cannot be 
surprising that this literary agency, like the others, has also rejected works 
about the oppression of white, heterosexual men. No one wants to or can 
publish the truth or bring it to the public; at most, rip-off merchants come 
forward who want to take money from the supposedly vain author without 
the slightest benefit for regular publication. 


«Already gendered* today 

Paradise is female 

Fantastic women 

The future of foreign policy is feminist 
The girl with the dragon 

Feminist oracle» 


216 http:/www.gusay.com/about/default.php 


«Roam Agency represents progressive authors who have made a unique 
contribution to understanding and changing the world.»”'’ (Roam Agency) 


“Understanding and changing the world” is a common phrase today, 
meaning a radical left-feminist-green view and change of the world, but 
indignantly forbidden to understand the errors and nonsense of the ideology 
in power and to make the world better by changing it away from the ideology 
towards a better future. Note: Understanding and change are one-way streets 
in the sense of the ongoing cultural revolution. No other understanding or 
even change of the world is allowed! The very idea is considered ‘fascist’. 


The Roam Agency has always been radical, whereas others only became 


as extremist as they are today during the infiltration of 1968 and its succes- 
sors. 


217 https://www.roamagency.com/ 
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DAM AGENCY 


Tee 


NEW TITLES 


FULL CATALOG ANGELA DAVIS 


God's Teeth 
NOAM CHOMSKY and Other 


Phenomena 


ABOLITION. 
: FEMINISM. 
NOW. 


NAOMI KLEIN 


ARUNDHATI ROY 


James Kelman 


HOWARD ZINN 


SUBAGENTS 


DOWNLOAD CATALOG 


Roam Agency represents progressive authors who have made a unique 
ABOUT contribution to understanding and changing the world. Our books 
have been published in more than forty languages and countries. 
Roam Agency manages world rights for Noam Chomsky, and is the 
exclusive agent for Arundhati Roy in North America. We are also the 
exclusive representative of Haymarket Books. In 2017, Roam merged 
with the Ward & Balkin Agency, bringing Rick Balkin’s list of popular 
nonfiction authors to the agency, including Howard Zinn, Charles 
Mann, and Martin Buber. Roam, founded by Anthony Arnove in 2002, 
| is based in Brooklyn, New York. 


Laws against hatred serve to direct hatred unilaterally against ‘white, 
heterosexual men', who are made losers in growing numbers and majority. It 
is considered exemplary when Jesus is implored to kill all white people, thus 
committing genocide. According to the Federal Ministry, there is no hatred 
against whites because white would not be a colour. Black, on the other hand, 
would be a colour, which is why there is hatred against blacks. Physically, 
this is nonsense - white and black are both levels of brightness; logically, it is 
a Slap below the belt in that some are given rights but others are not, which 
contradicts the foundations of the rule of law. An evasion can always be 
found. The language reinterpretation of the fourth Reich! Therefore, calling 
for the genocide of whites is not a crime in the sense of the ideologically 
entrenched federal regime. 


CONTACT 


«O BLACK JESUS PLEASE KILL ALL THE WHITEYS» (Frank 
James) 


0 BLACKJESUS 
PLEASE KILE ALL 
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Andy Ngo SS @ 
@MrAndyNgo 


"O black Jesus, please kill all 


THE WHITEYS the whiteys" 


Frank James, the person of 
interest in the #Brooklyn 
mass shooting, posted a 
photograph of the Dallas 
#BLM shooter who killed 5 
cops. He also posted a 
prayer asking for whites to 
die. One of his videos is 
titled, "We once were kings." 


3:38 AM - Apr 13, 2022 - Twitter Web App 
2,598 Retweets 470 Quote Tweets 


5,793 Likes 


MD ssniannrrisaiinsdinusvesa on oO 

«Suspect Frank James was spewing racist hate years before Brooklyn 
subway shooting 

By Miranda Devine, April 13, 2022 ... 

The social media rants of the 62-year-old suspect reveal a man 
consumed with hatred of white people and convinced of a looming race 
war... The 29 victims of Tuesday's shooting... 

But whatever his psychiatric issues, James sounds very much like other 
ideologically fixated, identity-obsessed killers who have emerged since the 
BLM-Antifa racial movement of 2020 and the hate speech it unleashed... 

Like Darrell Brooks Jr., who allegedly plowed his car into the Waukesha 
Christmas parade last November, and Noah Green, the Nation of Islam 
adherent who rammed Capitol Police last April in a quickly memory-holed 
attack, James espoused the rancid, racist ideology of black supremacy, once 
known officially as “black identity extremism,” which we have been assured 
by the FBI and other legal experts doesn't exist.»”'* (New York Post) 


The above supporter of murdering whites — just as leading feminists 
were supporters of murdering men: the male eradication pamphlet $.C.U.M. 
had the greatest fascination for leading representatives of the second feminist 
wave — was not banned from Twitter for hatred until researching his atrocity, 
because according to the official word twist, there is no such thing as hatred 
against males any more than there is hatred against whites, since officially 
women and non-whites have been set as victims. Period. Reality can't com- 
pete with that. So Jan Deichmohle is banned for life on Twitter because he 
criticised hatred against men and hatred against whites, which officially 
cannot exist, so that the criticism of hatred is misinterpreted as ‘hatred’ and 


218 https://nypost.com/2022/04/13/suspect-frank-james-was-spewing-racist-hate- 
well-before-brooklyn-shooting/ 
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‘threat’ and the critic is banned for life. The real hate, namely calls to murder 
men, is cheered, performed as school theatre in Sweden, taught to pubescent 
girls, and, according to one activist, is even to be laid out in hotel rooms 
instead of the Bible. Real hatred, like praying for the murder of all white 
people, is not punished as hatred. This is how backwards the feminist society 
acts in all questions, all details, in feeling, perceiving and interpreting the 
world. In our world, everything is exactly backwards since feminist waves 
have been established. 


Frank Whitaker shared a memory. coe 
Oct 21,2020 - Facebook for Android - © | 


& 


Frank Whitaker 
Oct 20,2016 - © 


YOU MY NOT BE 
ABLE TO BEAT EM 


BUT YOU CAN 
SURE AS-HELL 
SHOOT EM. 
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«YOU MAY NOT BE ABLE TO BEAT EM BUT YOU CAN SURE AS 
HELL SHOOT EM.» (Frank , Whitaker’ James) 


As usual, this black racist, who dreams of having whites exterminated 
by Jesus and also calls for shooting whites, calls critics of his hatred ‘racists’. 
Such distortion characterises our society and media. 


Andy Ngé & @ 
@MrAndyNgo 


Breaking: NYPD named Frank James as a person of 
interest in the #Brooklyn mass shooting. | looked into 
his social media. Like the Waukesha suspect & the 
Louisville BLM activist who allegedly tried to 
assassinate a mayoral candidate, he appeared to be a 
fan of black nationalism. 


Tweet Uibersetzen 


1:55 vorm. - 13. Apr. 2022 - Twitter Web App 


10.790 Retweets 1.824 Zitierte Tweets 24.347 ,Gefallt mir“-Angaben 
An activist of the celebrated BLM committed a mass shooting. But this 
upsets neither the media nor politics, because in their worldview, i.e. ideolo- 
gy, the danger comes ‘from the right’ and from ‘white supremacists’. In fact, 
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as always, it is the other way round. Even in the 1920s, real fascists and real 
suprematists only emerged when their countries began to develop similar 
problems caused by the other side of the spectrum and unjust demands of the 
victorious powers. 


+ Thread 


f Quattromilf @ 
@ebonyplusirony 


Ich finde ja, privilegierte weiBe Deutsche sollten 
sterilisiert werden, um die Umwelt zu schonen! 


8:53 vorm. - 2. Sep. 2021 - Twitter for iPhone = 


40 Retweets 9 Zitierte Tweets 952 ,,Gefallt mir’-Angaben 


«I do think privileged white Germans should be sterilised to save the 
environment!» (@ebonyplusirony, not blocked for threat or hatred) 


After hate-mongering against men, hate-mongering against whites and 
Germans is now big and shows echoes of fascist use of euthanasia. 

Lambda Literary, meanwhile, boasts of systematically indoctrinating 
and confusing children ( pupils) with LGBTQ+. 

LAMBDA 


LITERARY ABOUTUS PROGRAMS AWARDS’ EVENTS GETINVOLVED Q 


Impact 


Since 2015, the LGBTQ Writers in Schools program has brought LGBTQ books and authors to thousands of students in New York City. 


4634 fo) | 93 Ah 33 K-6 

Students ( Schools across visiting authors serving all 
ele) y 

reached each Cen 


every borough grade levels 
year in New York 
City 


«4624 Students reached each year. 93 Schools across every borough in 
New York City. K-6 serving all grade levels.» (Lambda, LGBTQ Writers in 
Schools program) 
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Such activism does not help minorities, as is claimed, but engages in re- 
education, trans, gay, lesbian and other confusing sexual propaganda, with 
which they create insecurity and problems in children that would remain very 
rare without such propaganda. They go so far as to systematically suppress 
dissenters like Jan Deichmohle. They want to forbid even criticising their 
propaganda, which corrupts whole generations. The irony is that some gays 
are beginning to curse the gender stuff for children because it creates reserva- 
tions that they feel in their everyday lives. The cultural revolution is eating 
their children and parents. 


https//lambdaliterary.org/Igbtq-writers-in-schools/ 


LAMBDA 
LITERARY ABOUTUS PROGRAMS AWARDS’ EVENTS  GETINVOLVED Q 


Supporting Youth 


Since 2015, Lambda Literary and the NYC Department of Education have worked 
together to bring LGBTQ writers into classrooms across New York City. The 
LGBTQ Writers in Schools Program provides critically necessary, safe spaces for 
students to talk about great books, queer life, and how to thrive as an LGBTQ 
person. 


The program serves students across all grade levels, K-12, and provides access to 
award-winning books and authors as well as professional development on how to 
deliver an LGBTQ-inclusive curriculum. The school program is currently offered 


virtually. a > a 
«Since 2015, Lambda Literary and the NYC Department of Education 
have worked together to bring LGBTQ writers into classrooms across New 
York City. The LGBTQ Writers in Schools Program provides critically 
necessary, safe spaces for students to talk about great books, queer life, and 
how to thrive as an LGBTQ person. The program severs students across all 
grade levels.» 


Generationen von Kindern und Jugendlichen werden geschlechtlich ver- 
wirrt,Generations of children and youth are being sex confused, raised in 
radical, hysterical ideologies, which makes them vulnerable to political end- 
time cults like “Last Generation”. They learn the opposite of what would be 
helpful, lacking and desperately needed: How both sexes do something for 
each other to establish an exchange, to create a connection, to mature as a 
personality on tasks based on the division of labour. Then there would be 
more empathy also for men, fewer male losers, more sympathy, more cohesi- 
on, a warmer, more loving, more livable world. Today's ideologies are unna- 
tural, wrong, sterile, barren, spread empathy disorder and senseless, unneces- 
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sary problems and conflicts. It is only because media constantly feed us ab- 
surd propaganda on equally absurd topics that most are unable to grasp 
neither intellectually nor emotionally what the ideological agenda means, 
what human loss and damage it causes. There would be no need for years of 
intensive effort to learn PuA techniques if there were a functioning culture of 
labour exchange between both sexes. But this is far beyond contemporary 
comprehension. 


LAMBDA 


LITERARY ABOUTUS PROGRAMS AWARDS EVENTS GETINVOLVED Q 


Key Events 


1987: First publication of the Lambda Book Report 

1989: First black-tie Lambda Literary Awards ceremony 

1997: Lambda Literary Incorporated as 501(c)(3) 

2007: First Lambda Writers Retreat for Emerging LGBTQ Voices 

2010: Launch of LambdaLiterary.org, the online home of Lambda Literary Review 
2012: Launch of LGBTQ Writers in School Program 

2017: First Annual Lambda LitFest 

2021: First livestreamed Lammys and first virtual Retreat. 


Lambda Literary traces its beginnings back to 1987 when L. Page (Deacon) Maccubbin, owner of Lambda Rising Bookstore in Washington, DC, 
published the first Lambda Book Report, which brought critical attention to LGBTQ books. 


What they don't write about it, but other obvious consequence and daily 
reality is: that therefore white, heterosexual men are made losers en masse, 
oppressed and deprived of any voice. 


Today we are experiencing the terrible consequences of feminist uto- 
pias: 
Die Frauenwelt auf dem Mars 


E. Tanne 


Lindenstruth, 2003 - 35 Seiten 


0 Rezensionen 

"Nur Frauen konnen Frauen erziehen 
unterrichten, richten und regieren.” 
Seltene feministische Frauenutopie aus 
dem Jahre 1910: Faksimile Reprint. 
Mehr » 


«Women's World on Mars, E. Tanne 
“Only women can educate, teach, judge and govern women.’ 
Rare feminist women's utopia from 1910, facsimile reprint» 


’ 
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Since Jan Deichmohle's books do not meet the interests of literary 
agents of both sexes who were raised with feminist influence, they are rejec- 
ted. 


< re: QUERY “The Oppression of Men” 


£% Nachricht dibersetzen in: Deutsch | Nie ibersetzen aus: Englisch 


Martin 
Di, 05.04.21 


An: Sie 


rary Management <martinliterarysubmissions L 


Dear Mr. Deichmohle, 


Thank you for your query and the opportunity to read your work. Unfortunately, | feel that your submission isn’t quite right for my list at this time, and | regret that | am 
unable to take you on as a client. 


| review every submission personally and this decision was made based on a number of factors, including this submission’s fit with my current interests. While this may 
be disheartening, please remember that not every agents a fit for every writer. | hope you continue your publishing pursuits, and | wish you the very best. 


Sincerely, 

Sharlene 

Lit & Media Manager/Producers Guild of America 
tinLit.com 


MLM 


«Torrey House Press publishes books at the intersection of the literary 
arts and environmental advocacy. THP authors explore the diversity of 
human experiences and relationships with place.»’!? (Torrey House Press) 


Auch Verlage stellen sich als Advokaten oder Aktivisten vor. Literatur- 
agenten sind derweil damit beschaftigt, die Menge an LGBTQ, mit denen 
Seele und Geist kleiner Kinder bombardiert werden, zu maximieren. 

LIST OF AGENTS SEEKING CLIENTS 


(Click on links for more details) 


April 4, 2022 - 2 New Agents Seeking Science Fiction/Fantasy, LGBTQ, Literary, Mystery, Memoir, 
Pop Culture, True Crime & more 


Ali Lake represents Fiction: Action/Adventure, Children's, Fantasy, LGBTQ, Literary, Mystery, New Adult, Thriller, Young 
Adult. Non-Fiction: Cookbooks, History, Journalism, LGBTQ, Memoir, Pop Culture, True Crime 


If a male loser or their writerly voice is looking for a suitable publisher 


or literary agent, there are none because truth is considered a false opinion in 
a false world. 


«At the same time, we are welcoming of writers from communities that 
have historically been underrepresented in literary publishing, including 
Black and PoC writers, Indigenous writers, immigrant writers, LGBTQ+t 
writers, and writers who identify as disabled, deaf, Deaf, blind, Blind, 
neurodivergent, or chronically ill.»*”° (Willenfield Literary Agency) 


219 https://www.torreyhouse.org/about 
220 https://willenfield.com/home 
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This agency praises the following book as exemplary of what they are 
looking for, which, in the usual feminist twist, apparently demands a right to 
sex for women, but not for the male losers who have always been excluded. 
Consequently, it too magnifies ever-existing female privileges, which femi- 
nism has exaggerated into a total principle: 


«EXAMPLES OF OUR TASTE IN THIS CATEGORY 

These are some examples of general nonfiction we gravitate towards: 

> The Right to Sex by Amia Srinivasan»”! (Willenfield Literary 
Agency) 


When the book talks about a “Right to Sex”, we must be clear that it is a 
female right, whereas heterosexual men are dependent on female choice 
through sexual selection and do not enjoy a right to sex, which is the reason 
for the increasing wave of incels and also for the disproportion in reproducti- 
on since 60,000 years ago, as far as genetic measurements go, due to the ge- 
netic bottleneck 70,000 to 60,000 years ago, when humanity almost died out 
because only a few hundreds could reproduce and leave offspring. Four to 
five times as many mothers as fathers can be proven, and during the transiti- 
on from the Ice Age to the Interwarm Period it was even more catastrophic, 
with 17 mothers to one father. Feminist blather about alleged female discri- 
mination is cynical, twisting the actual cruel discrimination of men into the 
opposite. Equality between the sexes is an utopia that fundamentally contra- 
dicts human nature. 


«Fuckability is of central importance in The Right to Sex ... For Srini- 
vasan, differences in fuckability, reproduced as they are in pornography, exist 
because sex is subject to the “distortions of oppression”; there is a case to be 
made for removing the stranglehold these oppressiv»”* (The Guardian) 


The feminist Amia Srinivasan has called ‘fuckability’ the central yard- 
stick. In the delusion of women-centred sentimentality that characterises all 
feminist waves, she twists biological facts into the opposite: it is not ugly 
women who are disadvantaged, certainly not by a mythically imputed ‘patri- 
archy’ or men. All women can become mothers if they want to; there are al- 
ways men who would impregnate them if women's demands on men were 
not so high that some women consider no suitors because their demands are 
higher than can realistically be met. Only a small proportion of men are 


221 https://willenfield.com/general-nonfiction 
222 www.theguardian.com/books/202 1 /aug/19/the-right-to-sex-by-amia-srinivasan- 
review-the-politics-of-sexual-attraction 
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‘fuckable’ in the cultureless state without sexual division of labour and with- 
out exchange: as geneticists have found, at most 20% of men have been able 
to reproduce so that their offspring are detectable in the human gene pool. 
This is the stark, systematic and evolutionary difference in the chances of sex 
and procreation, vulgarly called ‘fuckability’ by Amia. 


Whoever bends feminist whining out of this blatant discrimination of 
men is a master of feminist distortion, which is taken seriously by media, 
publishers and readers — in contrast to the correct statement in “The Oppres- 
sion of Men”, which is sneeringly dismissed unread because no one can ima- 
gine that feminism is fundamentally wrong in all assumptions and such an 
unusual view is correct. That is why a voice like Jan Deichmohle's is not 
heard, his books not properly published, not read, not taken seriously, taken 
for the nonsense that feminism actually is. In the feminist world, everything 
always goes exactly the wrong way round. 


In the feminist society, only misleading propaganda based on false as- 
sumptions and distorted perceptions is disseminated, but any critique of it or 
correction is systematically and totally suppressed like the books by Jan 
Deichmohle. That they present their one-sided and totalitarian propaganda, 
which suppresses other views, as ‘critique’, of all things, is the icing on the 
cake of distortion. Critique is the book “The Oppression of Men”, as well as 
“Critique of Feminist Ideology”, “Settling the Score with Feminism” and 
“Censored: Message in a Bottle to the Future”. 


It would be far too short-sighted to concern ourselves only with issues 
such as work and sexuality. Both are related to a human universal that distin- 
guishes our species even from related primates: just as binary differences 
create sounds that, as carriers of meaning, together with grammar, make lan- 
guage possible, so binary sex differences give rise to a social language of ex- 
change and cooperation that is central and crucial to life, maturing compassi- 
on and responsibility, balancing the sometimes conflicting interests and 
needs of both sexes. Sexual division of labour and exchange are foundations 
of social and cultural structure without which we remain mentally mutilated. 


It's natural that women and men complement each other, pursuing diffe- 
rent inclinations and exchanging different contributions. The more feminist 
or egalitarian a society, the stronger the need to differentiate, to seek female 
or male tasks. Feminist-minded people have so thoroughly misunderstood 
human nature for 150 years that they have basically got it all backwards. It 
was a collective outburst of irrationality, hysteria, popularly a “collective fit 
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of madness”. Feminism, with all its agendas, did harm, did no good, crushed 
and stifled the natural progression of culture. 


«Amia Srinivasan is the Chichele Professor of Social and Political 
Theory at All Souls College, Oxford, where she works on and teaches 
political philosophy, feminist theory and epistemology. She is a contributing 
editor at the London Review of Books. Her essays and criticism—on animals, 
incels, death, the university, technology, political anger and other topics— 
have also appeared in The New Yorker, The New York Review of Books, The 
New York Times, Harper's, The Nation and TANK.»**? (Amazon) 


Those who spout feminist nonsense become established in the media 
and at famous universities like Oxford. Those who write the truth remain 
outsiders, are ridiculed but not read. Again, in the eighth episode of this 
series, we have not come to terms with all the evidence I have of one-sided 
extremist bias in the literary establishment. LGBTQ propaganda in books for 
young children and teenagers features in the next chapter. But this will only 
be the tip of the iceberg, the result of the ideologies that shape the literary 
industry. 


223 www.amazon.de/Right-Sex-Fe minism-Twenty-first-Century/dp/0374248524 
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One-sidedness and Radical Ideology in 
Literary Agencies — 9th Part 


This is now the ninth chapter in my series on the one-sidedness and radical 
ideology of English-language literary agencies alone. Things are just as bad 
in publishing houses, media and other language areas of the Occident. For 
parts | to 7, see the book “Censored: Message in a Bottle to the Future”. 


€ Cf hitps://Igbtqreads.com/childrens/childrens-books-by-target-age-range/ ic 


LGBTQ Reads 


ABOUT y ACCESS + CHILDREN’S ~ FICTION y —_—ILLUSTRATEDWORK = MIDDLEGRADE ~ NON-FICTION y POETRY y = REP += ROMANCE + = SFIV/H ~~ ©=— SUPPORT + + YOUNG ADULT ~ 


FOLLOW LGBTQ READS VIA 


CHILDREN’S BOOKS BY TARGET 


Age ranges are approximate and to be used strictly as guidelines. 
3-8 Years THE GUY OF HER DREAMS:\ 


OR THE GIRL IX HER HEART? 


© Small Knight and the Anxiety Monster by Manka Kasha (Amz) 


+ [’m Nota Girl by Maddox Lyons and Jessica Verdi/Dana Simpson 


(Amz) 
© From the Stars in the Sky to the Fish in the Sea by Kai Cheng Thom, Kai 


Yung Ching, and Wai-Yant Li (gender-variant) 


4-8 Years 


+ Big Wig by Jonathan Hillman/Levi Hastings 
© When Aidan Became a Brother by Kyle Lukoft/Kaylani Juanita 


+ Our Subway Baby by Peter Mercurio/Leo Espinosa (Amz) 


According to the golden rule, the feminist society twists every fact into 
the opposite so that no one believes the truth. This is especially true of the 
media, including the literary establishment. The great promise of a broad 
majority of literary agencies in the English-speaking world, as well as expli- 
citly of almost all literary agents active there, is: we give a voice to disadvan- 
taged and traditionally underrepresented voices, explicitly promote them and 
build them up. This sounds like a good thing at first, as long as it is not noti- 
ced that in fact disadvantaged, traditionally underrepresented and even exclu- 
ded groups such as male losers are even more radically disadvantaged, even 
excluded altogether, not represented at all, additionally met with hostility and 
oppressed, do not have their say at all. Preference is always given to privile- 
ged groups such as women, who receive an evolutionary bonus already in 
our perception, as well as sexual minorities artificially spread by propaganda, 
which creates unnecessary pressure to suffer, and groups that are invited or 
created even though they do not fit in with us. 


370 


«Maria is also looking for women's contemporary or commercial 
romance and horror with inclusive voices of Latinos and the LGBTQ com- 
munity.» (ArtHouse Lit) 


This is increasingly true in all Westernised countries, so by no means 
only in the English-speaking world. The ideology has penetrated far beyond 
the Western-speaking world, spread worldwide in decades of gender main- 
streaming as the main goal of ‘economic cooperation’, ‘development aid’, 
politics and international treaties. (see my book: “The Gendering of the 
World”) 


«LITERATURBURO HORRENWINKEL — THE AGENCY FOR 
DIVERSITY AND NEW PERSPECTIVES 

Recognise the power of your own voice. Stop letting others speak about 
you and your peers, speak up for yourself! 

The aim of our small, new literary agency is to find a podium for 
marginalised issues and groups: 

for anti-racism and people of colour 

for neurodiversity and antiableism 

for gender diversity and alternative forms of relationships»*” (LITERA- 
TURBURO HORRENWINKEL — THE AGENCY FOR DIVERSITY AND 
NEW PERSPECTIVES) 


The aim of such agencies is to promote and spread everything except 
fertile sexuality with procreation. Their values are opposed to whites, hetero- 
sexuals and men, who, according to magical thinking, are considered 
‘privileged’ and ‘powerful’ and ‘guilty’ of the world's problems, just as in the 
days of fascism a religious minority of the West was scapegoated for all the 
problems of the time. Most rigorously affected by their ideology is the inter- 
section of those whom they do not promote but against whom they are direc- 
ted: white, heterosexual male losers! These form a broad majority of at least 
80 percent for biological reasons, because sexual selection is in the hands of 
the biologically dominant female sex, as the book “The Oppression of Men” 
proves with exact sciences such as genetics and modern evolutionary biolo- 


gy. 


224 https://arthouselit.com/who-we-are 
225 https://www.horrenwinkel.de 
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The majority of our contemporaries were and are misinformed all their 
lives. They are likely to drop out at this point and refuse to read any further 
because they consider the facts ‘ridiculous’ and ‘implausible’, a ‘steep, stray 
thesis’. Nothing could be more wrong. In decades of dismissal, I have collec- 
ted a great deal of evidence that feminist nonsense claims were quickly 
spread as ‘sensationalism’ by mass media and popular publishers, but well- 
substantiated critical statements were systematically dismissed. Literary 
agencies wrote to me saying they were all-female and worked for a predomi- 
nantly female audience, so they could not accept my book critical of femi- 
nism. Others, male or female, insulted personally, often below the belt. Sto- 
verock's “Female Choice” was also unanimously big-published, advocating 
the feminist position that women were entitled to the ‘female birthright’ of 
sexual selection; men would have to accept that more and more men — at 
least 80% in the future — would not be wanted by women and would there- 
fore remain unmated. Men in principle have no such right, which is reserved 
for women alone and is misused for the humiliation and exclusion of men. 
This is how cynical feminism has been since 1900 (Stanton) until today 
(2021, Stoverock). If a man criticises this, he is considered ridiculous. Key 
issues can only be represented in one direction in this society: the wrong one. 
The disenfranchisement of more than 80% of men is possible and is being 
cheered by the mass media; writing something against it is useless because 
no one spreads or reads it. 


My manuscript submissions and their rejections prove once again that 
white, heterosexual males are becoming losers. Those who denounce what is 
being done from Stanton to Stoverock receive no hearing, no voice, are 
excluded from media and literature, and this so radically that feminists have 
been sneering for decades that ‘nothing new comes from men’, that they 
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have ‘no new arguments’. In doing so, they ignore the fact that there have 
been new arguments in large numbers, but that they have been so systemati- 
cally suppressed by our one-sided, feminist-infiltrated media that it is possib- 
le to claim that they do not exist. Any man who has tried to publish a book 
sufficiently critical of feminism can confirm this. Many clever men were 
never able to publish their book because since the 1970s all the media have 
been dominated by determined feminists, as Erin Pizzey said, who, as the 
inventor of shelters, quickly realised that men need them at least as much as 
women. For this she was attacked by feminists who stole her idea and abused 
it to mud-sling against men. She had to be protected by police throughout her 
tour of readings from her book and was threatened, as were men who mana- 
ged to publish a critical book. “Cancel Culture” has been shaping Western 
countries since 1968, only when it comes to men's issues, the public and the 
media have completely closed their eyes. 


C  & https://Igbtqreads.com/childrens/childrens-books-by-target-age-range/ 


CHILDREN’S BOOKS BY TARGET Sesh 

AGE RANGE 

Age ranges are approximate and to be used strictly as guidelines. 
3-8 Years 


+ Small Knight and the Anxiety Monster by Manka Kasha (Amz) 

+ [mNota Girl by Maddox Lyons and Jessica Verdi/Dana Simpson 
(Amz) 

+ From the Stars in the Sky to the Fish in the Sea by Kai Cheng Thom, Kai 
Yung Ching, and Wai-Yant Li (gender-variant) 


4-8 Years 


+ Big Wig by Jonathan Hillman/Levi Hastings 
+ When Aidan Became a Brother by Kyle Lukoff/Kaylani Juanita 


IShop our Bookshop! 


* Our Subway Baby by Peter Mercurio/Leo Espinosa (Amz) 


Jcarecories 7-10 Years 


/Around the Blogosqueer * Riley Reynolds Crushes Costume Day by Jay Albee @ BECOME A PATRON 
Leia ion * Call Me Max and Max and the Talent Show by Kyle Lukofi/Luciano 


Backlist Book of the Month Lozano (Amz) 


LGBTQ propaganda for children between three and ten years old 


«We have a PASSION for bringing MARGINALIZED voices to the 
forefront»*”° (Ladderbird Literary Agency) 


Gee!, marginalised white heterosexual male losers are rejected and 
sidelined, even more so books that give them a voice like “The Oppression of 
Men” — rejected by the ladderbirds! 


226 https://www. ladderbird.com/ 
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- Sara Bella § § @bella_ceno - th 
Replying to @Scarfang22 and @Dichter1Denker 
Le 
9) a Q 


0 


Sara Bella § § liked a reply to your Tweet 


[> 


Jo, geh deine Bucher und Artikel inhalieren, aber mir bitte nicht auf die 
Eierstécke. Danke @ 


«Jo, go inhale your books and arguments, but please don't get on my 
ovaries.» (Sara Bella) 


Feminists insult and bring up their ovaries as an argument when some- 
one points out “The Oppression of Men”. 


In the Western world, there is no group of people that is so marginalised 
as male losers, men, whites and heterosexuals, most strongly their intersecti- 
on: white, heterosexual male losers. These are insulted in many ways, as 
‘incel’, ‘Nazi’, ‘danger’ and ‘threat’, as ‘racists’, in Germany as ‘potatoes’, 
‘Almans’. It is unthinkable to give them a voice. My books are called ‘filth’ 
in rejections by publishers. My name is so ostracised that I am banned from 
submitting to over a hundred publishers. I am threatened with legal action if I 
dare to send another book or even an email to the publisher. I have proved all 
this by having chapters in my books with publishers’ replies quoting verbatim 
or showing screen captures of rejections, submission bans and abuse by pub- 
lishers. 


This is because I politely and literarily drew attention to the situation of 
indigenous male losers. This persecution of non-feminist male losers has 
reached such total proportions that this group is not heard at all. In addition, 
to make a mockery of it, we also have to listen to almost every literary agent 
(by far the majority female, but the few men are usually just as feminist-cra- 
zy) boast about “giving a voice to disadvantaged, excluded or underrepresen- 
ted voices” and explicitly invite them to submit manuscripts. But these are 
empty ideological phrases, because the truly excluded and underrepresented 
voices are indignantly rejected. With its victim status, a radical ideology 
celebrates itself. 
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Today, power is no longer in the hands of machine guns, not even wea- 
pons of mass destruction. Anyone who believes that is yesterday's dictator. 
Power today consists in being recognised as a victim group. Whoever is al- 
lowed to celebrate having suffered historical injustice and being a victim 
possesses in this victim status the greatest power in our world, which easily 
beats any other power out of the field. Staging oneself as a victim is how po- 
litics is done today. That is why it is all the worse that biologically privileged 
groups like women stage themselves as ‘victims’, which is only possible be- 
cause of innately skewed perceptions that once had an evolutionary purpose, 
namely to especially promote and protect children and mothers. This mecha- 
nism, of which we are not aware, has been perverted into a system of oppres- 
sion. Male losers are also oppressed because acknowledging their existence 
would bring down the edifice of lies on which feminist society was built. Just 
to acknowledge that there are white, heterosexual male losers would destroy 
the foundation of power that a cultural revolution has set up. 


«Annalise is a graduate of Lesley University where she earned a B.A. in 
Creative writing with a double minor in Literature and Women's, Gender, & 
Sexuality Studies. She is excited about uplifting stories by authors with mar- 
ginalized voices and intersectional identities, ultimately making room for the 
diverse voices that have long since been ignored and suppressed in the 
literary world and beyond.»*”’ (Ladderbird Literary Agency) 


Annalise, too, wants to elevate voices mistaken for ‘marginalised’ that 
are in fact massively privileged, and identities that are at odds with their own 
human nature. In fact, this spreads an unhappy aberration and suffering, 
which is the justifiable reason why such things once had no appeal in normal 
circles. She wants to give space to those who have been ignored and suppres- 
sed in the literary world and beyond. How embarrassing that she does exactly 
the opposite, as do all feminists and contemporaries of the feminist era: my 
book on “The Oppression of Men” was ignored, rejected, given neither voice 
nor space, but suppressed once again — as it has been for decades. 


«she 1s looking for work that represents the complexity, intersectionality 


and diversity of the world without tokenization. She is especially dedicated 
to representing writers of marginalized communities whose stories are often 


227 https://www.ladderbird.com/annalise-errico 
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left out of the publishing landscape. She would love to see work that centers 
BIPOC and LGBTQIA+ experience.» (Ladderbird Literary Agency) 


Same game, same oppression: ‘complexity’, ‘intersectionality’ and ‘di- 
versity’ are code words for the search for radical ideology true to woke party 
line that marginalises and leaves out critics. By demanding texts that focus 
on non-white and non-heterosexual issues, it marginalises and leaves out fer- 
tile, normal sexuality and ‘whites’. 


The only group actually marginalised, ‘left out of the media landscape’ 
and sexually repressed since time immemorial, that of heterosexual male 
losers — as geneticists and eight earlier chapters proved — is also marginalised 
by her once again, left out and repressed by dismissing “The Oppression of 
Men”. As far back as genetic data go — that is, sixty thousand years — there 
was at most one father for every four or five mothers, or less. This is how 
blatantly a broad majority of men have been marginalised, excluded from re- 
production, left to the extinction of their genes and dispositions, and thus 
suppressed. But it is precisely this group that is systematically ignored, ridi- 
culed and laughed at, because it is considered ‘crazy’, what so blatantly devi- 
ates from power-holding ideology, from which attempts are already made in 
kindergarten to confuse the sexual orientation of small children, and to instil 
such ideology in them. 


228 https://www.ladderbird.com/kirsten-aguilar 
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C  @ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/middle-grade/ 


Realistic Fiction 


Queer Cis Male MCs 


« Alan Cole is Not a Coward and Alan Cole Doesn't Dance by Eric Bell 
«A High Five for Glenn Burke by Phil Bildner 

+ King. and the Dragonflies by Kacen Callender 

« Better Nate Than Ever series by Tim Federle 

« Rick by Alex Gino- A 

+ A-Okay by Jarad Greene - A 


« The Whispers by Greg Howard 
|Around the Blogosqueer * Middle 


ool’s a Drag, You Better Werk by Greg Howard 


Authors in Conversation 


Totally Joe by James Howe 
+ *Five Second Violation by George M. Johnson 

© *The Civil War of Amos Abernathy by Michael Leali 
fe SURES « Thanks a Lot, Universe by Chad Lucas 

Collector's Items 


[Backlist Book of the Month 


[Better Know an Author 


+ Boy Meets Hamster by Birdie Milano 
peed «Marco Impossible by Hannah Moskowitz 
ARE « The Best At It by Maulik Pancholy 

+ *Nikhil Out Loud by Maulik Pancholy 

* SoHard to Say by Alex Sanchez 

« The Golden Hour by Niki Smith 


+ *Small Town Pride by Phil Stamper 


« *The Language of Seabirds by Will Taylor 


[Happy Holigays 


Housekeeping ‘Transgender Male MCs 
Inside an Anthology 


linterview 


* Obie is Man Enough by Schuyler Bailar 
iLitin Translation « The Ship We Built by Lexie Bean 
{Miscellaneous « The Other Boy by M.G. Hennessey 

New Release Spotlight « Too Bright to See by Kyle Lukoff 


Gay and transgender propaganda for children aged eight and over 


RECENT POSTS 


The promotion of such ideologies, which are at war with human nature, 
as well as the deliberate bringing into Europe of other minorities hitherto 
alien to the country, creates irreversible changes that affect our lives. This is 
being done on a massive scale with a fanaticism reminiscent of religious zea- 
lotry in the Middle Ages. At the same time, the actual most oppressed group 
of local, heterosexual male losers, who are in the process of being abolished 
because they cannot reproduce, is quietly left out. No one sees it except those 
who are white, heterosexual male losers, turned down by domestic girls and 
rejected when they submit critical books. Those who have never been turned 
down by literary agents and publishers for the reason of being white, hetero- 
sexual, male and worst of all, losers, have no concept of what is going on in 
our society. At best, there is a vague sense of a bit of hyperbole with their 
promotion of LGBTQ+ and BIPOC of colour. No, it is not about exaggerati- 
on of an otherwise ‘good measure’, but about the fact that it was and is fun- 
damentally wrong from the start, namely on the one hand creating unnecessa- 
ry lifelong suffering for confused children and young people, and on the 
other hand even more systematic oppression of those who are actually disad- 
vantaged, discriminated against and excluded. I point this out with important 
books such as “The Oppression of Men’, “Critique of Feminist Ideology”, 
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“Censored: First Volume on the First Wave” and “Settling the Score With Fe- 
minism”, all of which document their own rejection on ideological grounds. 


C  @ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/middle-grade/ 
Queer Cis Female MCs 


© Almost Flying by Jake Maia Arlow 
Robby Weber Scipeanndiins y Jake Maia Flow 
@robbyreads * “Playbook for Imperfect Planets by Erin Becker 
‘The Harry Kensington 
Cinematic Universe so far 


* Drum Roll, Please by Lisa Jenn Bigelow - B 


© Hazel’s Theory of Evolution by Lisa Jenn Bigelow - A 

© Drew Leclair Gets a Clue by Katryn Bury 

© Ivy Aberdeen’s Letter to the World by Ashley Herring Blake 

+ The Mighty Heart of Sunny St. James by Ashley Herring Blake 
* Hazel Bly and the Deep Blue Sea by Ashley Herring Blake 

© Hurricane Child by Kacen Callender 

* Star Crossed by Barbara Dee - B 

+ *TheSister Split by Auriane Desombre 


Preorder IF YOU 
CHANGE YOUR MIND 
(out May 3rd) if rom-coms 
are your happy piacell 


cE 
goodreads.com/book/sho 


Embed View on Twitter * “Girls Give Me Butterflies by Dresden Douglas (Graphic Novel) Out on Good 
© “The Real Riley Mayes by Rachel Elliott (Graphic Novel) Behavior 


+ “ORE by Kate Fussner (Verse) 
+ The Decpest Breath by Meg Grehan (Verse) 
+ Joby Kathleen Gros (Graphic Novel) ( Share 


& Free Sample 


+ “Anne by Kathleen Gros (Graphic Novel) 


LGBTQ Ree 


1,186 likes 


* *Carousel Summer by Kathleen Gros (Graphic Novel) 


* One True Way by Shannon Hitchcock (Historical) 


* Redwood and Ponytail by K.A. Holt powered by Bw Smashwords” 
One by Maggie Horne 


© *Hazel Hillis Gonna 


Where the Heart is by Jo Knowles 
* Inthe Key of Us by Mariama J. Lockington 

© * Different Kinds of Fruit by Kyle Lukoft 

+ *Fight + Flight by Jules Machias 

* “Reel Loveby Nilah Magruder - A 

+ Pepper's Rules for Secret Sleuthing by Briana McDonald (Mystery) 
* Hurricane Season by Nicole Melleby Queer SFE Book Database 
Inthe Role of Brie Hutchens... by Nicole Melleby FET ae eae 


LGBT books for children from the age of eight 


BLOGROLL 


I'm Here, I'm Queer, What the Hell Do I Read? 


A few more children's books, then books for young people aged twelve 
and over, who will be courted even more intensively for aberrations that will 
scar their whole lives, affect their ability to be happy and reproduce. 


C  @ https://Igbtqreads.com/middle-grade/ 

In the Role of Brie Hutchens... by Nicole Melleby 
How to Become a Planet by Nicole Melleby 

* The Science of Being Angry by Nicole Melleby The Leshpan Rewer, 
“The House on Sunrise Lagoon by Nicole Melleby 
* Camp QUILTBAG* by Nicole Melleby and AJ Sass 
*The Trouble with Robots by Michelle Mohrweis - B, A The YA/MG Trans & Nonbinary Voices Masterlist 
Candidly Cline by Kathryn Ormsbee 

PS. IMiss You by Jen Petro-Roy 

Spin With Me by Ami Polonsky 

The Derby Daredevils series by Kit Rosewater (text) and Sophie 


The AroAce Database 


The Lesbrary 


WoC in Romance 


- =: APRIL 2022 
Escabasse (illustration) 


Starring Kitty by Keris Stainton 


Murder Most Unladylike Mystery series by Robin Stevenson 


+ Meow or Never by Jazz Taylor Es = 
goodreads: * ‘Starting From Scratch by Jazz Taylor 8 a ae ee ee 
‘The House You Pass on the Way by Jacqueline Woodson 3 | 1m 15 | 16 


More LGBT books for children aged eight and over 
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«* People who are not allowed to join the party: Racist*esses, 
sexist*esses, queer-hostiles, drug dealer*esses. This party is not for you.»”” 
(goabase) 


Even festivals can no longer be attended by white, heterosexual male 
losers if this is strictly interpreted. Any statement or book that points to their 
exclusion or disadvantage would be judged as ‘racist’, ‘sexist’ and ‘queer-ho- 
stile’, therefore leading to exclusion. Today, this ideology of oppression en- 
compasses all areas of life, private everyday life as well as media including 
literature. 


«About Langtons International Agency 

AFFILIATIONS 

Member of the International Women's Forum 

Member of Women's Forum New York 

Member of Forum UK 

Lifelong and founding Member of Chief Executive Women of Australia 

Business Women Hall of Fame»”® (Langtons International Literary 
Agency) 


The above self-portrayal sounds harmless to naive ears. Well, the foun- 
der is represented in several prominent women's groups. What's wrong with 
that? Well, women's groups in western countries of our era are usually femi- 
nist. According to the note in my submission list, a “subliminally spiteful re- 
jection” of my book “The Oppression of Men” came from this agency. This 
is the reality behind the celebration of ‘successful feminist women’. Their 
major contribution to history is the oppression of white, heterosexual male 
losers. Otherwise, they have achieved little except spreading unobjective, 
partisan sentimentalism, destroying Western objectivity and the liberal order, 
destroying our culture and good gender relations. What there is to celebrate 
about this for deluded contemporaries is incomprehensible. 


229 https://www.goabase.net/festival/rankenlicht/108601 
230 https://langtonsinternational.com/langtons-international/about-us/ 
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Transgender Female MCs 


¢ Zenobia July by Lisa Bunker 

¢ *TBA by Lisa Bunker and Kai Shappley 
e Melissa by Alex Gino 

¢ Gracefully Grayson by Ami Polonsky 


Non-Binary MCs 


¢ *Upstaged by Robin Easter (Graphic Novel) 

¢ *Anong and the Ribbon Skirt by Elijah Forbes (Two-Spirit, Graphic 
Novel) 

¢ “Alice Austen Lived Here by Alex Gino 

¢ *Skating on Mars by Caroline Huntoon 

¢ *Elle Campbell Saves Their Saturday by Ben Kahn 


¢ *Identical by Bones Leopard 

¢ Both Can Be True by Jules Machias (Genderfluid) 

e *The One Who Loves You Most by medina 

¢ *Camp Prodigy by Caroline Palmer 

¢ Spin With Me by Ami Polonsky 

¢ “Jude Saves the World by Ronnie Riley 

e Ana on the Edge by A.J. Sass 

e Ellen Outside the Lines by AJ Sass 

¢ *Camp QUILTBAG* by Nicole Melleby and AJ Sass 

¢ The Fabulous Zeb Watson! by Kevin Sylvester and Basil Sylvester 


¢ The Best Liars in Riverview by Lin Thompson 


There is also significant nonbinary representation in Different Kinds 
of Fruit by Kyle Lukoff, Twelfth by Janet Key, and Zenobia July by Lisa 


Bunker. 
Transgender and non-binary propaganda for children aged eight and over 


«We do not handle work that is racist, sexist, ageist, homophobic»! 
(Frances Goldin Literary Agency) 


A critique by white, heterosexual male losers is considered the intersec- 


tion of all prohibitions and taboos, namely racist (because the oppressed are 
white and whites must not be considered oppressed), sexist and homophobic 


231 https://www.goldinlit.com/submissions 
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(because the oppressed are heterosexual and must not be considered oppres- 
sed). Even the fact that there are white, heterosexual male losers is suppres- 
sed on the grounds that this statement is ‘racist’, ‘sexist’ and ‘homophobic’ — 
the list could be extended indefinitely. Currently, ‘transphobic’ is very popu- 
lar. 


«We will not tolerate racist, homophobic or sexist attitudes under any 
circumstances.»*** (Rocken am Brocken, Festival) 


A cultural organiser of the Rocken am Brocken festival was enthusiastic 
about my readings in the Waldfrieden and wanted to bring me out in a big 
way. My readings would go down well there, just as I had made him and his 
friends laugh. He was convinced of that. He refused a spontaneous consent; I 
should first find out about the festival. At that moment I didn't know why — 
but when I researched the internet at home and read the rules, which sounded 
like ANTIFA, I did. 


If you don't have a left-wing, green feminist attitude, you're kicked out. 
It's impossible to build the slightest notoriety as an artist if you don't think 
according to western ideologies. They bring out bunglers if they have a ‘right 
attitude’. But if you are smart enough to see through today's ideology, no 
matter how good you are, you will never get a chance in your life. That's how 
the Western attitude dictatorship works, oppressing by different but equally 
nasty means like communism, fascism or the Putinian mix of Stalin commu- 
nism and fascist back-home-to-Reich, calling it ‘self-defence’ and ‘vital’ to 
invade other countries like Ukraine and turn their people into Russians by 
bloody force. But Westerners should not be arrogant: Their leftist-green fe- 
minist oppression is perhaps even more rigorous and suffocating than classi- 
cal dictatorships. 


232 https://brocken.rocks/faq 
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@ https://Igbtqreads.com/middle-grade/ 


SFF/Speculative 
Queer Cis Male MCs 


¢ *Gallowgate by K.R. Alexander 
° “Alex Wise vs. the End of the World by Terry J. Benton-Walker 
e Felix Yz by Lisa Bunker 
¢ “Flicker by H.E. Edgmon 
¢ Battle Dragons by Alex London 
e The Insiders by Mark Oshiro (Speculative) 
¢ “Untitled Nico/Will Book by Mark Oshiro and Rick Riordan 
¢ Cameron Battle and the Hidden Kingdoms by Jamar J. Perry 
e *The Ring of Solomon by Aden Polydoros 
e The Trials of Apollo series by Rick Riordan 
e The Anti-Book by Raphael Simon 
Queer influence on children from eight years of age 


Sex confusion for children and adolescents, partly already in picture 
books for a target group under eight years, very often from eight years on, is 
the highest goal and fashion in literary agencies. The result is such literature 
lists that shape future generations, already plunging children into considerab- 
le confusion that they often bitterly regret later in life. 


«17-year-old regrets “gender trip”: “I will never be able to breastfeed a 
child.” 

Chloe Cole let herself go on a “gender trip” at the age of 13, which she 
now regrets. She is therefore speaking out against a law that allows children 
to...» (epochtimes.de) 

«When politicians of the #Ampelkoalition leave decisions to underage 
children that affect their entire human lives and cannot be reversed, they are 
acting imhO negligently.» #AfD-#TeamChildProtection #Detransitioners 
(Botin) 
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So much one-sided and life-ruining propaganda has already infected po- 


litics. 


~ Botin® 2 
f @Anemalon19 


Wenn Politiker der #Ampelkoalition minderjahrigen 
Kindern Entscheidungen Uberlassen, die ihr ganzes 
Menschenleben beeinflussen und nicht wieder 
ruckgangig gemacht werden k6nnen, handeln sie mMn 
fahrlassig. #AfD-#TeamKinderschutz 


#Detransitioners 


Translate Tweet 


SB 107 Wiener 


GENDER-AFFIRMING HEALTH CARE 


California State Assembly 
= 


epochtimes.de 

17-Jahrige bereut .,Gender-Trip*: ,,ich werde nie ein Kind stillen konnen* 

Chloe Cole lieB sich mit 13 Jahren auf einen ,,Gender-Trip* ein, den sie nun 
bereut. Sie spricht sich deshalb gegen ein Gesetz aus, das Kindern erlaubt, sic... 


5:11 PM - Jul 1, 2022 - Twitter Web App 


| X COMPACT-Magazin 
1! Wokeness-Bombe: Auch in Spanien liegt die Gender -Ideologie 
voll im Trend. Ein Verwaltungsgericht gestand den rechtlichen 
Geschlechtswechsel sogar einem achtjahrigen Madchen zu. 
https://www.compact-online.de/spanisches-gericht-erlaubt- 
geschlechtswechsel-bei-achtjaehriger/ 


COMPACT Online 

Spanisches Gericht erlaubt Geschlechtswechsel bei Achtjahriger 

- COMPACT 

Wokeness-Bombe: Auch in Spanien liegt die Gender-Ideologie voll 
im Trend. Ein Verwaltunesgericht gestand den rechtlichen Gesc... 
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«Wokeness bomb: In Spain, too, gender ideology is all the rage. An ad- 
ministrative court even granted the legal gender change to an eight-year-old 
girl.» (COMPACT Magazine) 


These children are guinea pigs of a strange utopia that is at war with 
human nature, has already made many people unhappy since 1968 (or since 
the Ist wave), not only the exploding number of male losers. 

@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/middle-grade/ 


Queer Cis Female MCs 


¢ “Where the Lost Ones Go by Akemi Dawn Bowman 

¢ *Ellie Engle Saves Herself by Leah Johnson 

¢ Beetle and the Hollowbones by Aliza Layne (Graphic Novel) 

¢ Snapdragon by Kat Leyh (Graphic Novel) 

e *The Mossheart’s Promise by Rebecca Mix 

e *The Devouring Wolf by Natalie C. Parker (Paranormal) 

e A Touch of Ruckus by Ash Van Otterloo 

¢ “Every Bird a Prince by Jenn Reese 

¢ Artie and the Wolf Moon by Olivia Stephens (Paranormal Graphic 
Novel) 

¢ *Juniper Harvey and the Vanishing Kingdom by Nina Varela 


Trans Female MCs 

e The Deep & Dark Blue by Niki Smith (Graphic Novel) 
Intersex MCs 

¢ Cattywampus by Ash Van Otterloo (Girl) 


Non-Binary MCs 


¢ *Moonflower by Kacen Callender 
e *Rabbit Chase by Elizabeth LaPensée and K.C. Oster 
e Tiger Honor by Yoon Ha Lee 
¢ *Sir Callie and the Champions of Helston by Esme Symes-Smith 
¢ “Sparrow Shines Bright by Ash Van Otterloo 
Queer, transsexual and non-binary influence on children aged 8 and over 


384 


This ideology, which is harmful not only to all those infected but also to 
white, heterosexual male losers, is already very effective in literary agencies 
and publishing houses, as the long canon of non-heterosexual literature for 
children shows. 

@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/middle-grade/ 


There is also significant nonbinary representation in major secon- 
daries in the The Trials of Apollo series by Rick Riordan, A Touch of 
Ruckus by Ash Van Otterloo, and The Moon Within by Aida Salazar. 


Gender Non-Conforming MCs 


e The Witch Boy by Molly Ostertag 


Anthologies 


e This is Our Rainbow ed. by Katherine Locke and Nicole Melleby 


«How Transgender Ideology Takes Children Hostage 

By Nathanael Blake, June 10, 2021 

Troubled kids are being encouraged to put their own lives on the line for 
a misguided worldview... 

The harm done in such cases is horrific. For example, when transition 
begins in childhood, using the Dutch protocol of puberty blockers followed 
by cross-sex hormones and surgery, it sterilizes the patient and destroys sexu- 
al function. The side effects are still being discovered. And yet it does not ac- 
tually change the patient's sex, which is beyond the capabilities of medical 
science. The biological reality, and there is no way to put it gently, is that 
Jazz Jennings is a young man who has been castrated and — through the use 
of chemicals, cosmetic surgery, and cosmetics — made to look like a young 
woman. 

There is no proof that this drastic course of treatment is right for any, let 
alone all, of the onrush of children claiming to be transgender. Given time, 
most children diagnosed with gender dysphoria will desist and come to ac- 
cept their natural bodies... 

These changes in treatment have been driven by activism, not medical 
science, and they are enforced by fear. Even stalwart progressives who sup- 
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port transgender identities in general are viciously attacked if they mention 
the growing ranks of those who regret transitioning»”*’ (National Review) 
@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


Queer Male Protagonists 


Contemporary 


¢ Ace of Spades by Faridah Abike-lyimide 

¢ *This is Why They Hate Us by Aaron Aceves - B 

¢ *The Long Run by James Acker 

¢ Howit All Blew Up by Arvin Ahmadi 

¢ Simon Vs. the Homo Sapiens Agenda by Becky Albertalli 

¢ Whatifit’s Us? and Here's to Us by Becky Albertalli and Adam 


Silvera 


Indivisible by Daniel Aleman 

¢ The Wicker King by K. Ancrum 

¢ The Black Flamingo by Dean Atta 

¢ *Only on the Weekends by Dean Atta 

¢ One Man Guy and Hold My Hand by Michael Barakiva 
e The Edge of Being by James Brandon 

e The Vast Fields of Ordinary by Nick Burd 

e *JfICan Give You That by Michael Gray Bulla - T 

¢ This is Kind of an Epic Love Story by Kacen Callender -Q 
e Felix Ever After by Kacen Callender — T 

* Things We Couldn't Say by Jay Coles 

¢ The Sky Blues by Robbie Couch 

¢ “Blaine for the Win by Robbie Couch 

e The Camino Club by Kevin Craig 


e *Where is Ethan Sinclair by Kevin Craig 

e *The Feeling of Falling in Love by Mason Deaver - T 

e “Aces Wild by Amanda DeWitt - A+ 

¢ IfThis Gets Out by Cale Dietrich and Sophie Gonzales 
¢ *The Pledge by Cale Dietrich (Horror) 


e There Goes Sunday School by Alexander C. Eberhart 


233 https://www.nationalreview.com/202 1/06/how-transgender-ideology-takes- 
children-hostage/ 
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Now the list from LGBT sources has reached books for young people 
aged twelve and up, who are confused with gay themes. 


What causes suffering and problems is spread and praised with sectarian 
obstinacy; what makes natural reproduction and happiness possible is fought 
against. Cultural complementation, which alleviates the brutal suffering pres- 
sure of selection and replacement in procreation, is completely removed from 
the field of vision. No wonder radical utopias and dictatorships are rampant 
in feminist society from the right and the left that build on such selection, 
either promising victor status or an irrational utopia that fails because of 
human nature, producing brutal repression instead. 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 

¢ Ghosting You by Alexander C. Eberhart 

¢ May the Best Man Win by Z.R. Ellor - T 

¢ With or Without You by Brian Farrey 

¢ The Great American Whatever by Tim Federle (Amz) 


¢ The Passing Playbook by Isaac Fitzsimons - T 

¢ Suicide Notes by Michael Thomas Ford 

e *A Tale of Two Princes by Eric Geron 

¢ Picture Usin the Light by Kelly Loy Gilbert 

« Whatever. by S.J. Goslee - B+ 

¢ Icebreaker by A.L. Graziadei 

¢ Noah Can't Even and Noah Could Never by Simon James Green 
¢ Alex in Wonderland by Simon James Green 

¢ You're the One that | Want by Simon James Green 

¢ Heartbreak Boys by Simon James Green 


¢ Noah Can't Even by Simon James Green 


¢ *Gay Club by Simon James Green 
¢ Been Here All Along by Sandy Hall - B+,~ (Amz) 


¢ Geography Club by Brent Hartinger 
¢ Hideous Beauty by William Hussey 
¢ The Five Stages of Andrew Brawley by Shaun David Hutchinson 


¢ Technically, You Started It by Lana Wood Johnson - B 

¢ Fire Song by Adam Garnet Jones 

¢ Jay’s Gay Agenda by Jason June 

¢ “Riley Weaver Needs a Date to the Gaybutante Ball by Jason June 

¢ WeAre Totally Normal by Naomi Kanakia — B+ (1B) 

¢ *A Little Bit Country by Brian Kennedy 

¢ Darius the Great is Not Okay and Darius the Great Deserves Better by 
Adib Khorram (Amz{IB|Ap) 

¢ Kiss & Tellby Adib Khorram 

¢ Poz by Christopher Koehler 

¢ Openly Straight by Bill Konigsberg 


«I myself once spoke with a young woman who had taken refuge in the 
male sex identity out of sheer desperation. It was obvious that her trans 
identity was nothing more than a cry for help and an expression of her deep 
despair. Neither psychiatric drugs nor changing her sex identity had helped 
her to overcome her self-loathing, self-harming behaviour and state of com- 
plete joylessness. 
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The young woman needed psychological help as urgently as most chil- 
dren and adolescents with gender dysphoria would need it — psychotherapeu- 
tic treatment»”** (Tichys Einblick) 


This does not stop ideologues from massively spreading such agendas, 
especially to children and young people. They create suffering that was hard- 
ly conceivable under natural living conditions since time immemorial, mai- 
ming mentally, sometimes physically, for life. 


«Caitlin is starting to build her own list, and so she is now open to select 
submissions in YA and MG fiction ... unabashedly feminist POVs ... She is 
always interested in seeing submissions from BIPOC and LGBTQ+ 
authors.»”* (Emerald City Literary Agency) 


“Unabashedly feminist viewpoints” is what this lady demands from 
Emerald. Well, guess if she accepted “The Oppression of Men”? Anyone 
who now believes that it is enough to submit to a feminism-critical literary 
agent or publishing house is too naive to be viable and believes in Father 
Christmas as an adult. There is no literary agent or publishing house critical 
of feminism in the whole of the West, and if there had been one, it would 
have been destroyed long ago. 

As an aside, unabashedly feminist, anti-white (BIPOC) and non-hetero- 
sexual, infertile sexualities and genders (LGBTQ+) are specifically sought 
out for children as young as eight. 


«Garrett is considering Middle Grade, YA and select PB projects. ... He 
is actively looking for projects by POC authors or with LGBTQ+ themes. »”*° 
(Emerald City Literary Agency) 


I correct myself: it's even worse. Colleague Garrett from the same lite- 
rary agency is even looking for something similar for select picture book 
projects aimed at children under eight. 


234 https://www.tichyseinblick.de/meinungen/sondierungspapier-ampel- 
transsexuelle/ 

235 https://emeraldcityliterary.com/caitlin-white/ 

236 https://emeraldcityliterary.com/garrettalwert/ 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ The Bridge by Bill Konigsberg 

The Sidekicks by Will Kostakis 

My Most Excellent Year by Steve Kluger 

e Avi Cantor Has Six Months to Live by Sacha Lamb - T 
e Be Dazzled by Ryan La Sala 

Autoboyography by Christina Lauren — B+ 


¢ Meet Cute Diary by Emery Lee - T 


* Cafe Con Lychee by Emery Lee 
Boy Meets Boy by David Levithan 


¢ Two Boys Kissing by David Levithan 

e Will Grayson, Will Grayson by David Levithan and John Green~ 
You Know Me Well by David Levithan and Nina LaCour 

¢ How to Repair a Mechanical Heart by J.C. Lillis 


Another Word for Happy by Agay Llanera 


True Letters From a Fictional Life by Kenneth Logan (Amz) 
¢ Ready When You Are by Gary Lonesborough 


e Anything But Fine by Tobias Madden 

¢ *Takea Bow, Noah Mitchell by Tobias Madden 
¢ Here the Whole Time by Vitor Martins 

¢ The Art of Starving by Sam J. Miller 

¢ Swipe Right for Murder by Derek Milman 


¢ ByAny Means Necessary by Candice Montgomery 
e Teeth by Hannah Moskowitz - B 
¢ Gone, Gone, Gone by Hannah Moskowitz 


e I'll Give You the Sun by Jandy Nelson~ 
e This Song is (Not) For You by Laura Nowlin - A~ 
¢ Anger is a Gift by Mark Oshiro 
¢ Perfect Ten by L. Philips 
¢ Sometime After Midnight by L. Philips 
*The Borrow a Boyfriend Club by Page Powars - T 
*And They Were Roommates by Page Powars - T 
It continues in just one list called LGBTQreads, Youth section. Such 


massive dissemination of these issues has the effect of propaganda, confuses 
and causes unnecessary suffering. 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


* Chasing Pacquiao by Rod Pulido 

Seven Ways We Lie by Riley Redgate - P+, A (Amz)~ 
Chulito by Charles Rice-Gonzalez 

Where We Go From Here by Lucas Rocha 

Last Seen Leaving by Caleb Roehrig 

White Rabbit by Caleb Roehrig 

Death Prefers Blondes by Caleb Roehrig 


Jack of Hearts (and Other Parts) by L.C. Rosen 
Camp by L.C. Rosen 


Keep This to Yourself by Tom Ryan (IB) 
When You Get the Chance by Tom Ryan and Robin Stevenson 


Aristotle and Dante Discover the Secrets of the Universe by Benjamin 


Alire Saenz 


And They Lived... by Steven Salvatore 
*A Supercut of Us by Steven Salvatore 
The Rainbow Trilogy by Alex Sanchez 


The (Un)popular Vote by Jasper Sanchez — PTm+ 
Surrender Your Sons by Adam Sass 
*The 99 Boyfriends of Micah Summers by Adam Sass 


Fans of the Impossible Life by Kate Scelsa~ 
Drag Teen by Jeffery Self 


Major Detours by Zachary Sergi 

*So You Want to Be a Popstar? by Zachary Sergi 

Jerkbait by Mia Siegert 

History is All You Left Me by Adam Silvera (Amz) 

What ifit’s Us? and Here's to Us by Becky Albertalli and Adam 
Silvera 

You Asked for Perfect by Laura Silverman - B+ 

Our Year of Maybe by Rachel Lynn Solomon~ -B+ 

The Gravity of Us by Phil Stamper 


As Far As You'll Take Me by Phil Stamper 
Apart from the damage done to misguided children and young people: 


All these literary awards, by their very construction, exclude white, heterose- 
xual male losers. 
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@ hittps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 

¢ Golden Boys by Phil Stamper 

e The Dangerous Art of Blending In by Angelo Surmelis 
e Me, Myself_and Him by Chris Tebbetts 

¢ *Just Max by Aiden Thomas - T 

e Wild and Crooked by Leah Thomas - P 

¢ *Kings of B’More by R. Eric Thomas 

e Don't Let Me Go by J.H. Trumble 

¢ “Always the Almost by Edward Underhill - T 

¢ Date Me, Bryson Keller! by Kevin van Whye 

¢ “Nate Plus One by Kevin van Whye 

¢ Ona Summer Night by Gabriel J. Vidrine - T (Amz) 
e IfWe Were Us by K.L. Walther~ 

e Anything Could Happen by Will Walton 


e [Felt a Funeral, In My Brain by Will Walton 
¢ If You Change Your Mind by Robby Weber (Amz) 


¢ Highly Illogical Behavior by John Corey Whaley 
¢ *Second Coming by André-Naquian Wheeler 
¢ What They Always Tell Us by Martin Wilson 


¢ WeNow Return to Regular Life by Martin Wilson 
e Running With Lions by Julian Winters — B+ 


¢ How to Be Remy Cameron by Julian Winters 


¢ The Summer of Everything by Julian Winters 


¢ Right Where I Left You by Julian Winters 
¢ The Beauty that Remains by Ashley Woodfolk~ (1B) 


¢ Sunday You Learn How to Box by Bil Wright 
e The Temperature of Me and You by Brian Zepka 


Historical 


e Ziggy, Stardust and Me by James Brandon 


e *Gwenand Art are Nat in Lave hv Lex Croncher 


The target group from twelve years onwards is confused, thrown into 
conflict with human nature and culture. Moreover, all helpfulness of people 
is withdrawn from those who need it, directed instead to maximally harmful 
agendas that make the confused unhappy and broken for life. All the feminist 
waves have had a similar effect, but the degree of damage has continued to 
increase. A new painful peak of destructiveness has been reached with trans 
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advertising for children, persuading them that they can change their natural 
Sex. 


@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 
° *Gwen and Art are Not in Love by Lex Croucher 
e WeAre Lost and Found by Helene Dunbar 
¢ Seidman by James Erich (Fantasy) 
e *The Dove in the Belly by Jim Grimsley 
e The Reckless Kind by Carly Heath - A (Fantasy) 
¢ Before We Disappear by Shaun David Hutchinson (Fantasy) 


¢ Yesterday is History by Kosoko Jackson 

¢ Destination Unknown by Bill Konigsberg 

e The Gentleman's Guide to Vice and Virtue by Mackenzi Lee - B 
e The Spy With the Red Balloon by Katherine Locke - D (Fantasy) 
¢ This Rebel Heart by Katherine Locke - B, Polyam (Fabulism) 
¢ *SelfMade Boys by Anna-Marie McLemore 

¢ “Fraternity by Andy Mientus 

¢ Likea Love Story by Abdi Nazemian 

e *P&P Remix by Gabe Cole Novoa 

¢ The City Beautiful by Aden Polydoros (Supernatural) 

e *When You Call My Name by Tucker Shaw 

e And I Darken by Kiersten White~ (AU) 


Fantasy/Paranormal 


The Dragori by Ben Alderson 


The Lost Mage by Ben Alderson 
*Lord of Eternal Night by Ben Alderson 
* These Precious Stones by Michael Barakiva 


Six of Crows and Crooked Kingdom by Leigh Bardugo - B~ 
Master of One by Danielle Bennet and Jaida Jones 

In Other Lands by Sarah Rees Brennan - B 

Deadly Sweet Lies (sequel) by Erica Cameron — A+,~ 

* Book of Dreams by Kevin Craig 

*Saint Juniper’s Folly by Alex Crespo 


393 


«I am actively growing my list, with a particular interest in middle 
grade, YA, and adult fiction. Across the board, I'm looking to elevate 
LGBTQ+ and BIPOC voices, among other underrepresented narratives.» 
(Rebecca, Manuscript Wishlist) 


@ = hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 

¢ The Friend Scheme by Cale Dietrich 

© The Taking of Jake Livingston by Ryan Douglass 

¢ The Fascinators by Andrew Eliopulos 

© The Secrets of Eden by Brandon Goode 

¢ Gold Runner by Tessa Gratton - B 

¢ *Moon Dark Smile by Tessa Gratton - T 

¢ The Girl at Midnight Trilogy by Melissa Grey — P~ 

The Reckless Kind by Carly Heath - A 

¢ The Past and Other Things That Should Stay Buried by Shaun David 


Hutchinson 
¢ Before We Disappear by Shaun David Hutchinson (Historical) 
Runebinder by Alex R. Kahler 
¢ The Extraordinaries by TJ Klune 


¢ Reverie by Ryan La Sala 


Seven Tears at High Tide by CB Lee - B+ 

The Spy With the Red Balloon by Katherine Locke - D 

¢ Black Wings Beating by Alex London 

¢ The Rules and Regulations for Mediating Myths and Magic by F-T. 
Lukens - B+ 

In Deeper Waters by F.T. Lukens 

© So This is Ever After by F.T. Lukens 

*Venom & Vow by Anna-Marie McLemore and Elliott McLemore — 
T 

The City Beautiful by Aden Polydoros 

¢ Demon in the Whitelands by Nikki Richard — Q/P 

¢ The Fell of Dark by Caleb Roehrig 

¢ I'ma Gay Wizard by V.S. Santoni 

¢ A Dark and Hollow Star by Ashley Shuttleworth 

¢ Infinity Son by Adam Silvera 


e The Timekeeper Series by Tara Sim 


¢ Scavenge the Stars by Tara Sim - B 

Rebecca also explicitly calls for LGBTQ+ and BIPOC and other ,under- 
represented’ voices, yet again completely excluding and suppressing the only 
truly oppressed and fully excluded voices — those of white, heterosexual male 
losers. Those who are not represented at all are perversely not represented in 
our era on the grounds of wanting to elevate or promote underrepresented 
voices and narratives. The feminist society always does exactly the opposite 
of what it claims, always claims the opposite of the facts. 


237 https://www.rebeccaeskildsen.com/mswl 
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@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


e White Trash Warlock by David R. Slayton 
¢ The Shadow War by Lindsay Smith 

¢ Beneath the Citadel by Destiny Soria - B+ 

¢ AsI Descended by Robin Talley 

¢ Cemetery Boys by Aiden Thomas - T 

¢ *The Sunbearer Trials by Aiden Thomas — T 


Sci-Fi/Dystopian/Non-Fantastical Speculative 


¢ Wonders of the Invisible World by Christopher Barzak 
e All That's Left in the World by Erik J. Brown 

¢ Once & Future by A.R. Capetta and Cory McCarthy 
¢ Wranglestone by Darren Charlton 


¢ Boy Robot by Simon Curtis 

e The Love Interest by Cale Dietrich 

¢ The Culling by Steven dos Santos 

¢ The Disasters by M.K. England (Bks) 

e Willful Machines by Tim Floreen 

¢ Tattoo Atlas by Tim Floreen 

¢ WeAre the Ants by Shaun David Hutchinson (Amz) 

e Atthe Edge of the Universe by Shaun David Hutchinson 


¢ A(Complicated) Love Story Set in Space by Shaun David Hutchinson 

e Beyond the Red by Ava Jae - B~ 

¢ “The Loophole by Naz Kutub 

e Feverwake by Victoria Lee 

¢ Proxy by Alex London (Bks) 

e The Star Host by F.T. Lukens - B 

¢ Hero by Perry Moore 

¢ Fragile Remedy by Maria Ingrande Mora 

¢ Heart of Iron by Ashley Poston~ 

¢ The Darkness Outside Us by Eliot Schrefer 

People are staged as victims who, without such propaganda in books, 

films, lessons and other ways to children and young people, would not even 
have come up with such ideas that could make them unhappy for life, maim 
them mentally or even physically. This destruction is fanatically demanded 
and enforced under the pretext of a cultural revolutionary ‘morality’. 
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@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ More Happy Than Not by Adam Silvera 

¢ They Both Die at the End by Adam Silvera — B+ 
e TBD Gay Titanic in Space by Aiden Thomas 
e Because You'll Never Meet Me by Leah Thomas~ 
¢ Coda by Emma Trevayne - B 

¢ Spin Me Right Round by David Valdes 


Queer Female Protagonists 


Contemporary 


Ace of Spades by Faridah Abike-lyimide - Q 
Under the Lights by Dahlia Adler~ (Amz|Bks) 

¢ Cool for the Summer by Dahlia Adler - B/Q 

¢ *Home Field Advantage by Dahlia Adler - P, L 

¢ *Going Bicoastal by Dahlia Adler - B+ 

¢ *Just Another Epic Love Poem by Parisa Akhbari 
¢ Leahon the Offbeat by Becky Albertalli - B+ 


e The Summer of Impossibilities by Rachael Allen 
¢ *How to Excavate a Heart by Jake Maia Arlow 


e Practically Ever After by Isabel Bandeira 

¢ This is What it Feels Like by Rebecca Barrow~ 

¢ Don’t Tell My Mother by Brigitte Bautista 

e Far From the Tree by Robin Benway~ 

¢ Kaleidoscope Song by Fox Benwell 

¢ Starting From Here by Lisa Jenn Bigelow 

e [Kissed Alice by Anna Birch 

¢ How to Makea Wish by Ashley Herring Blake - B+ (Amz) 
Girl Made of Stars by Ashley Herring Blake - B+ 

Dare Truth or Promise by Paula Boock 


¢ Nothing Happened by Molly Booth - B/P+,~ 


After feminist literary agents have placed feminist works in feminist 
publishing houses, which have them hailed by feminist media, unsuspecting 
readers can buy them in feminist bookstores. 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 
Kings, Queens, and In-Betweens by Tanya Boteju 
Bruised by Tanya Boteju -Q 
Summer Bird Blue by Akemi Dawn Bowman - A 
Georgia Peaches and Other Forbidden Fruit by Jaye Robin Brown 
(Amz) 
The Meaning of Birds by Jaye Robin Brown 


The Key to You and Me by Jaye Robin Brown 
The Truth About Keeping Secrets by Savannah Brown 


The Things We Don’t See by Savannah Brown 
* The Inevitability of Home by Ciera Burch 
Style by Chelsea M. Cameron 

Echo After Echo by A.R. Capetta — B+ 

Look Both Ways by Alison Cherry - Q (Amz) 
Girlhood by Cat Clarke 

Little & Lion by Brandy Colbert — B+ 

* Sincerely, Medusa by Olivia Cole 


Throwaway Girls by Andrea Contos 
Vanished and Avenged by E.E. Cooper — B+ 
Top Ten by Katie Cotugno — B+ 


Starworld by Audrey Coulthurst and Paula Garner 
The Miseducation of Cameron Post by Emily Danforth (Amz) 
Belly Up by Eva Darrows - B 


Winning by Lara Deloza~ 
* Forget Me Not by Alyson Derrick 

I Think I Love You by Auriane Desombre - B+, L 
Unbecoming by Jenny Downham 

The Last True Poets of the Sea by Julia Drake - B 
Secret Heart by Danielle Dreger 

Hot Dog Girl by Jennifer Dugan — B+ 


Verona Comics by Jennifer Dugan - B/P+ 


The almost endless list of propaganda for children and young people is 
only one side of the total one-sidedness with which we have been disinfor- 
med since at least 1968. Natural culture is extinct and forgotten; we no lon- 
ger have any idea of its meaning and usefulness. We stumble through a con- 
fused life laden with superfluous suffering and, seduced by ideologies, 
pursue our own extinction of male lineages and European peoples and ethni- 
cities. The media are constantly radicalising, conjuring up new campaigns 


out of the hat. 
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https://www.frauenliteratur.de » ueberuns ¥ 


Lillemors Frauenbuchladen Munchen 


Die speziellen Interessen von Frauen an feministischer Literatur, ... wie in jedem anderen 
Buchladen auch, sondern lieferbare feministische Inhalte erfahren ... 


https://www.tip-berlin.de » Kultur » buecher > frauenbu... ¥ 


Buchhandlung "She said": Ein Ort fur diverse und ... - tip Berlin 
09.12.2020 — Emilia von Senger hat eine Buchhandlung in Berlin eréffnet. ... Buchhandlung 
»ohe said“: Ein Ort fur diverse und feministische Literatur. 
«Lillemor's Women's Bookshop Munich 
Women's special interests in feminist literature, ... as in any other 
bookshop, but experience deliverable feminist content. 
Bookshop “She said”: A place for diverse and feminist literature. 
(Berlin)» 


Feminist bookshops are also part of the permanent radicalisation pro- 
cess of self-destruction. 


kohsie 


Diversity Buchhandlung | HALLE (Saale) 


Start Solt@kobste kobste Lese-Challenge Blog Podcast- Events ‘Team FAQ Presse Komtake Reprasentatton 


Willkommen bei kKoHsie 


der 1. Diversity Buchhandlung in Mitteldeutschland 


Uber 1.000 deutsch- und englischsprachige Werke ausnabmslos weiblicher 
und diverser Autor*innen aus iiber 105 Nationalitaten direkt vor Ort, 


darunter mebr als 350 English books. 


Bicher von iiber 450 BIPoC- und 200 queeren Autor*innen in store. 
«Welcome to kohsie, the Ist Diversity Bookshop in Central Germany 
Over 1,000 German and English language works by exclusively female 
and diverse authors from over 105 nationalities ... Books by 450 BIPoC and 
200 queer authors in store.» 
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The diversity bookshop kohsie is so diverse that it only accepts female 
authors who, moreover, have to be ‘diverse’, BIPoC and queer, i.e. on the 
current feminist line. Anything that deviates from this is excluded without 
exception by the bookshop with its explicit agenda of diversity. Not even this 
absurd self-contradiction is noticed by hopelessly stubborn feminists. 

@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ Some Girls Do by Jennifer Dugan - B, L 

¢ *Melt With You by Jennifer Dugan 

e | Hate Everyone But You by Gaby Dunn and Alison Raskin - Q+ 
¢ My Heart Underwater by Laurel Flores Fantauzzo 

¢ If You Could Be Mine by Sara Farizan (Amz) 

* Tell Me Again How a Crush Should Feel by Sara Farizan (Amz) 
e *The Summer of Bitter & Sweet by Jen Ferguson - D 

¢ Allthe Bad Apples by Moira Fowley-Doyle 

¢ The Resolutions by Mia Garcia —- B+ 

e Annie on My Mind by Nancy Garden 

¢ Full Disclosure by Camryn Garrett — B 

© Offthe Record by Camryn Garrett 

e *Friday I’min Love by Camryn Garrett 

¢ Girl Mans Up by M-E Girard 

¢ *Then Everything Happens at Once by M-E Girard 

¢ Love and Other Carnivorous Plants by Florence Gonsalves - Q 
¢ Perfect on Paper by Sophie Gonzales — B+ 


e *Never Ever Getting Back Together by Sophie Gonzales 
¢ *Careful What You Wish For by Sophie Gonzales 

¢ Sister Mischief by Laura Goode 

e The Flywheel/Get it Together Delilah by Erin Gough 

¢ Amelia Westlake Was Never Here by Erin Gough 

© *We Deserve Monuments by Jas Hammonds 


¢ Her Royal Highness by Rachel Hawkins 

¢ She's Too Pretty to Burn by Wendy Heard 

¢ *Dead End Girls by Wendy Heard 

¢ Girl Crushed by Katie Heaney 

e The Year I Stopped Trying by Katie Heaney 

e Ask Me How I Got Here by Christine Hepperman - B 
¢ *Epically Earnest by Molly Horan 

¢ *Everyone Hates Kelsie Miller by Meredith Ireland - D 
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The stakes are worth it. A great deal of non-heterosexual, non-white 


writing that may not be by white, heterosexual male losers is making its mark 
on the literary scene and winning awards for being non-white, non-heterose- 
xual and not a voice of male losers. 


@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 
Lizzie by Dawn lus 
The Henna Wars by Adiba Jaigirdar 
Hani and Ishu's Guide to Fake Dating by Adiba Jaigirdar - B 
* Donut Fall in Love by Adiba Jaigirdar 
The Last Beginning by Lauren James 
Technically, You Started It by Lana Wood Johnson - Q/D 
You Should See Me ina Crown by Leah Johnson - Q 
Rise to the Sun by Leah Johnson 
Tinfoil Crowns by Erin Jones - B 
Let's Talk About Love by Claire Kann - A+ 
IfIt Makes You Happy by Claire Kann -Q 
The Marvelous by Claire Kann - A+ 
Run by Kody Keplinger - B+,~ 
That's Not What Happened by Kody Keplinger — A+ 
The Love and Lies of Rukhsana Ali by Sabina Khan 
Zara Hossain is Here by Sabina Khan - B 
Ask the Passengers by AS King 
Dear Rachel Maddow by Adrienne Kisner 
The Confusion of Laurel Graham by Adrienne Kisner 
Six Angry Girls by Adrienne Kisner 
Radical by E.M. Kokie 
Everything Leads to You by Nina LaCour 
We Are Okay by Nina LaCour 
You Know Me Well by Nina LaCour and David Levithan 
Ill Be the One by Lyla Lee - B 
*Flip the Script by Lyla Lee 
Being Fishkill by Ruth Lehrer 
Summer of Salt by Katrina Leno 
A&B by J.C. Lillis — B+ 
The Lucky List by Rachael Lippincott 
*She Gets the Girl by Rachael Lippincott and Alyson Derrick 
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«The consequence: adolescents who are in the middle of puberty and 
are physically completely healthy are not only pumped full of puberty 
blockers and hormones, they are irrevocably disfigured genitally. Girls are 
having their breasts, uterus and ovaries surgically removed — with increasing 
numbers as young as 14, 15 and 16 years old. And this is happening to ado- 
lescents who are actually suffering from age-role conflicts typical of puberty, 
depression or body image disorders — for whom the change of sex is only an 
attempt to find a way out of their psychological problems. Children and ado- 
lescents with gender dysphoria very often (if not always) suffer from psycho- 
logical problems. In 2018, the medical doctor Dr Lisa Littmann put forward 
the thesis that gender dysphoria is a coping strategy, i.e. an attempt to cope - 
similar to anorexia or self-harm. At the time, 62.5 percent of the American 
adolescents she studied could be diagnosed with one or more psychiatric dis- 
orders such as depression and autism. 48.4 per cent had experienced stress or 
trauma. 45 per cent showed self-harming behaviour and 58 per cent had diffi- 
culties in regulating emotions.»*** (Tichys Einblick) 


The list of recommended LGBTQ propaganda for children and young 
people aged 12 and over is staggeringly long. The list of voices of white, 
heterosexual male losers is all the shorter: @ empty set, 0 entries. Their op- 
pression is total and absolute in the result, even if the methods are subtle and 
subliminal. It starts with toddlers learning what reactions are punished or ig- 
nored by feminist-minded mothers, kindergartners and school teachers. Early 
childhood indoctrination drives out undesirable impulses, inclinations and 
thoughts and steers them in the direction of feminism. Later they learn that it 
is bad, regressive or disreputable to think differently. Unpleasant thoughts 
and the painful process of gradually recognising the completely different 
reality do not even begin. Mostly, therefore, no dangerously critical thoughts 
arise, even fewer works and even less critical books, because they have no 
place in this world, are even punished. If something too truthful does appear, 
it is usually enough to ignore it and make it despicable so that no one takes it 
seriously. Open censorship is not necessary when critical books have no 
chance of ever being accepted by critics, still less published by the general 
public, least of all publicised and advertised in the media. 


Even if someone happens to come across articles on the internet that 
mention such voices and their books, they are not taken seriously but are 
classified as ‘weird’ and outlandish because the truth is so far removed from 


238 https://www.tichyseinblick.de/meinungen/sondierungspapier-ampel- 
transsexuelle/ 
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the inculcated ideology. Therefore, anything that exhibits the absurdity and 
outlandishness of feminist ideology or describes our vanished sex culture is 
classified as absurd and ludicrous and dismissed without being read. 

@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ *[ Kissed Shara Wheeler by Casey McQuiston 

¢ ALine inthe Dark by Malinda Lo 

¢ *A Scatter of Light by Malinda Lo 

¢ * Forever is Now by Mariama Lockington - B 

¢ Ship It by Britta Lundin 

Like Other Girls by Britta Lundin 

10 Things I Can See From Here by Carrie Mac 

¢ Squad by Mariah MacCarthy - Q 

3zLhings 1 Love (in No Particular Order) by Kekla Magoon - B 
¢ Dating Sarah Cooper by Siera Maley (Amz) - B, L 
¢ Taking Flight by Siera Maley 

¢ Ophelia After All by Racquel Marie 

¢ *You Don't Have a Shot by Racquel Marie - A 

e Without Annette by Jane B. Mason 

¢ Indestructible Object by Mary McCoy - B, Polyam 


¢ *Escaping Mr. Rochester by L.L. McKinney 

e People Like Us by Dana Mele - B 

¢ *Out of Character by Jenna Miller 

e Allthe Things We Do in the Dark by Saundra Mitchell — P 
¢ The Prom by Saundra Mitchell 

¢ Middletown by Sarah Moon 

¢ A Good Idea by Cristina Moracho - B 

e It Goes Like This by Miel Moreland - L, B+ 

¢ *Something Like Possible by Miel Moreland - B+ 

e Not Otherwise Specified by Hannah Moskowitz — B+ 
¢ Sugar Summer by Hannah Moskowitz (Amz) 


e The Love Song of Ivy K. Harlowe by Hannah Moskowitz 


*Just Your Local Bisexual Disaster by Andrea Mosqueda — B+ 
¢ Ramona Blue by Julie Murphy -Q 


Keeping Her Secret by Sarah Nicolas (Amz) 
This is Where it Ends by Marieke Nijkamp 
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Moving on. We haven't even made it halfway through this one list from 
LGBT sources of books for young people aged twelve and up. 
@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


Before I Let Go by Marieke Nijkamp — A+ 

At the End of Everything by Marieke Nijkamp —- AA 
e The Mythic Koda Rose by Jennifer Nissley 

¢ “The Rules of Us by Jennifer Nissley 

Meg & Linus by Hanna Nowinski 


¢ Tash Hearts Tolstoy by Kathryn Ormsbee - A+ 


Radio Silence by Alice Oseman - B+ 


Loveless by Alice Oseman - AA 

¢ Girls Like Me by Nina Packebush 

e Keeping You a Secret by Julie Anne Peters 

e Lies My Girlfriend Told Me by Julie Anne Peters 

¢ The Stars and the Blackness Between Them by Junauda Petrus 
¢ Like Water by Rebecca Podos — B+ 

e The Princess and the Fangirl by Ashley Poston 


¢ Burn Our Bodies Down by Rory Power 

e Her Name in the Sky by Kelly Quindlen 

¢ Late to the Party by Kelly Quindlen 

e She Drives Me Crazy by Kelly Quindlen 

¢ Forward March by Skye Quinlan - AL 

¢ Scars by Chery] Rainfield (self-harm tw for cover) 
¢ The Truth Is by NoNieqa Ramos - Q 

¢ Noteworthy by Riley Redgate - B+ 

¢ Final Draft by Riley Redgate —- P+ 

¢ Over You by Amy Reed - B+ 

¢ Nowhere Girls by Amy Reed~ 

e The Boy and Girl Who Broke the World by Amy Reed 
¢ “Sweet Clarity by Rhiannon Richardson 

¢ Death Prefers Blondes by Caleb Roehrig - B+ 

¢ Look by Zan Romanoff 


Cherry by Lindsey Rosin - B~ 


Trouble Girls by Julia Lynn Rubin 
With so much confusing propaganda, there will be many more “Trouble 
Girls”. 


@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


Primal Animals by Julia Lynn Rubin 

Empress of the World by Sara Ryan - B 

When You Get the Chance by Tom Ryan and Robin Stevenson 
Tell Me How You Really Feel by Aminah Mae Safi 

This is All Your Fault by Aminah Mae Safi~ 

“Improbable Magic for Cynical Witches by Kate Scelsa (Amz) 
You're Next by Kylie Schachte - B 

Far From You by Tess Sharpe - B+ 

The Girls I’ve Been by Tess Sharpe - B 

Kissing Ezra Holtz by Brianna Shrum - B 


The Liar’s Guide to the Night Sky by Brianna Shrum 
*Margo Zimmerman Gets the Girl by Brianna Shrum and Sara 


Waxelbaum 

The Last to Let Go by Amber Smith 

The Falling in Love Montage by Ciara Smyth 
Not My Problem by Ciara Smyth 

The Summer of Jordi Perez by Amy Spalding 
We Used to Be Friends by Amy Spalding - B 


* 


No Boy Summer by Amy Spalding - B 


Under Threat by Robin Stevenson 

*The Summer Love Strategy by Ray Stoeve - T 
Switchback by Danika Stone - AA 

It’s Not Like It’s a Secret by Misa Sugiura 

Love & Other Natural Disasters by Misa Sugiura 
Sadie by Courtney Summers - P 

*I’m the Girl by Courtney Summers 


Trust Me, I’m Trouble (sequel) by Mary Elizabeth Summers - B 


Our Own Private Universe by Robin Talley — B+ 
The Love Curse of Melody McIntyre by Robin Talley 
Wild and Crooked by Leah Thomas 

Who I Was With Her by Nita Tyndall - B 


I hope not to bore too much with facts. The facts have to be on the table. 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ Small Town Hearts by Lillie Vale - B+ 

¢ The Summer I Wasn't Me by Jessica Verdi 

¢ Follow Your Arrow by Jessica Verdi — B+ 

e The Grief Keeper by Alexandra Villasante 

¢ The Summer of Us by Cecilia Vinesse~ 

¢ *The Queer Girl is Going to Be Okay by Dale Walls 
¢ Afterworlds by Scott Westerfeld~ 

* Queens of Geek by Jen Wilde - B+,~ (Amz) 

¢ The Brightsiders by Jen Wilde - B+ 

¢ Going Off Script by Jen Wilde 

¢ Fresh by Margot Wood - B 

¢ Dirty London by Kelley York 

e Now Entering Addamsville by Francesca Zappia — A+ 


Historical 


¢ *No Stopping Us Now by Lucy Jane Bledsoe 

¢ *Songs of Irie by Asha Bromfield 

¢ * Reader, I Murdered Him by Betsy Cornwell 

© *Gwen and Art are Not in Love by Lex Croucher 

e Dangerous Remedy by Kat Dunn (fantasy) 

¢ Wildthorn by Jane Eagland 

¢ Silhouette ofa Sparrow by Molly Beth Griffin 

e The War Outside by Monica Hesse 

¢ *A Million to One by Adiba Jaigirdar 

e The Boy inthe Red Dress by Kristin Lambert 

e The Lady's Guide to Petticoats and Piracy by Mackenzi Lee - A 
(fantasy) 

¢ Last Night at the Telegraph Club by Malinda Lo 

e The Spy With the Red Balloon by Katherine Locke - B (fantasy) 

«Abigail Shrier, a journalist for the Wall Street Journal, reports in her 
book “Irreversible Damage” that pubescent girls are told that their female bo- 
dy is something they have to get rid of. Puberty, she says, is a kind of ‘trau- 
ma’ in which they have to endure a whole bunch of physical and psy chologi- 
cal insecurities — problems like whether their breasts are too small, their no- 
ses too crooked or their bellies too fat. I can still remember how difficult this 
time was for me and also for my friends. We had just been playing with dolls 
and thought boys were totally stupid, and suddenly the first of us started get- 
ting pimples and menstruating — it was a shock. I was ashamed and it took 
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me a while to confide in my mother or a friend. Hardly any of us had internet 
access at the time, so we had no choice but to go through it somehow. But 
that's exactly what's different today, according to Shrier. Now, social media is 
the main ‘help’: even young children can watch YouTube or Instagram on 
their smartphones, where influencers preach with a smile on their faces that 
all puberty problems can be solved simply by using a scalpel and taking hor- 
mones.» (Tichys Einblick) 
@ hittps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ This Rebel Heart by Katherine Locke - P, Polyam (Fabulism) 
e The Unbinding of Mary Reade by Miriam McNamara - B 
e AnImpossible Distance to Fall by Miriam McNamara 


© We Were Promised Spotlights by Lindsay Sproul 
© Lies We Tell Ourselves by Robin Talley 

e Music From Another World by Robin Talley 

¢ Pulp by Robin Talley 

¢ Fire Becomes Her by Rosiee Thor — DR (fantasy) 
e *The Song I Sang Uncaring by Nita Tyndall 

¢ The Pearl Thief by Elizabeth Wein 

¢ The Most Dazzling Girl in Berlin by Kip Wilson 


Fantasy/Paranormal/Magical Realism/Fabulism 
¢ “Harley Quinn: Reckoning by Rachael Allen - B 


¢ To Break a Covenant by Alison Ames 

¢ *Here Lies Olive by Kate Anderson 

© Quicksilver by R.J. Anderson - A 

¢ Girls Made of Snow and Glass by Melissa Bashardoust 
¢ Girl Serpent, Thorn by Melissa Bashardoust - B 


¢ Cinderella is Dead by Kalynn Bayron 

¢ This Poison Heart by Kalynn Bayron 

e Missing, Presumed Dead by Emma Berquist 

e The Dark Beneath the Ice by Amelinda Bérubé 
¢ *Dauntless by Elisa A. Bonnin 

¢ Afterlove by Tanya Byrne 

© *Where Shadows Reign by Patrice Caldwell 

e Assassins: Discord by Erica Cameron - B 

¢ Out of the Blue by Sophie Cameron 

¢ The Brilliant Death by AR Capetta 


e *Gorgeous Gruesome Faces by Linda Cheng 


406 


For generations, the one-sided media and especially the literary estab- 
lishment, which create problems and are obsessed by crazy utopias in con- 
flict with reality, have ensured that only the wrong forces are cultivated as 
writers: Those who lead us astray and wreck us, especially susceptible chil- 
dren and young people. The right ones, on the other hand, who could spread 
sensible and helpful ideas, are effectively ignored so that they never get a 
foot in the door of the media, the literary world or other art forms. 


@ = https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 
The Never Tilting World by Rin Chupeco 
The Scapegracers by Hannah Abigail Clarke 
Queen of Coin and Whispers by Helen Corcoran 
Labyrinth Lost by Zoraida Cordova — B 


My Dearest Darkest by Kayla Cottingham 

Of Fire and Stars by Audrey Coulthurst — B (Amz) 
Inkmistress by Audrey Coulthurst - B 

Dangerous Remedy by Kat Dunn 

Otherbound by Corinne Duyvis — B (Amz),~ 


The Seafarer’s Kiss and The Navigator’s Touch by Julia Ember - B 


Ruinsong by Julia Ember 
Spellhacker by M.K. England 


Fine - B 

The Walls in the Ruby Sky by Mara Fitzgerald 
When We Were Magic by Sarah Gailey 

Noble Falling and Noble Persuasion by Sara Gaines 
Rule by Ellen Goodlett 

The Dead and the Dark by Courtney Gould 
Glory’s Teeth by Tessa Gratton — P 


Night Shine by Tessa Gratton 

*Love and Other Wicked Things by Philline Harms 
The Lost Girls by Sonia Hartl 

The Devouring Gray by Christine Lynn Herman - B 
The Drowning Summer by Christine Lynn Herman 
Between the Blade and the Heart by Amanda Hocking 
*The Witchery by S. Isabelle 

The Dark Tide by Alicia Jasinska 

The Last Beginning by Lauren James 


That Inevitable Victorian Thing by E.K. Johnston - B 
The Afterward by E.K. Johnston 
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«Pronouns: she/they... D. Ann represents Middle Grade and Young 
Adult novels and selected PB... BIPOC, LGBTQ+, ND, disability, religions 
and spiritual beliefs that are underrepresented in publishing. The world we 
live in is diverse, and our kidlit books should reflect that.»*” (Emerald City 
Literary Agency) 


She lets people talk about her in the plural. The world is diverse, which 


children's books should reflect. This is how the indoctrination of even small 
children is justified. 


239 https://emeraldcityliterary.com/d-ann-williams/ 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ “This Dark Descent by Kalyn Josephson - AA 

e The Gallery of Unfinished Girls by Lauren Karcz - B 
e Witches of Ash and Ruin by E. Latimer - B 

¢ “Youngblood by Sasha Laurens 

¢ A Clash of Steel by CB Lee 

¢ *A Coffeeshop in an Alternate Universe by CB Lee 

e A Lesson in Vengeance by Victoria Lee 

¢ *The Girl That Time Forgot by Victoria Lee 

¢ Empirium by Claire Legrand - B 


¢ “Monster by Jessica Lewis 

¢ Ash by Malinda Lo 

¢ Huntress by Malinda Lo - B 

e The Spy With the Red Balloon by Katherine Locke - B 

¢ WeAwaken by Calista Lynne —- A+ 

¢ Colorblind by Siera Maley 

e The Noble of Sperath by Siera Maley 

e The Reign of the Fall series by Sarah Glenn Marsh - B 
e The Girls are Never Gone by Sarah Glenn Marsh 

e Rules for Vanishing by Kate Alice Marshall 

¢ *These Fleeting Shadows by Kate Alice Marshall 

e About A Girl by Sarah McCarry - B (Amz) 

¢ “Cover Your Tracks by Bowen McCurdy 

¢ A Blade so Black by L.L. McKinney - B 

¢ When the Moon Was Ours by Anna-Marie McLemore - Q 
¢ Wild Beauty, by Anna-Marie McLemore - B 

¢ Darkand Deepest Red by Anna-Marie McLemore 


¢ The Mirror Season by Anna-Marie McLemore - P 

¢ Miss Meteor by Anna-Marie McLemore and Tehlor Kay Mejia — P 
© WeSet the Dark on Fire by Tehlor Kay Mejia 

¢ Belle Revolte by Linsey Miller - BA 

¢ What We Devour by Linsey Miller - BA 


This is not individual voices speaking out, but is agenda on a grand 
scale, run by radical and intolerant activists of a powerful media and literary 
establishment, which they shape with their ideology, that destroys human 
nature, culture and capacity for happiness, makes unnecessary problems a 
mass phenomenon and incidentally produces such authors and books. 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


e *The Ones We Burn by Rebecca Mix - L 

e *The Meadows by Stephanie Oakes 

* Funeral Girlby Emma K. Ohland - AA 

Each of Us a Desert by Mark Oshiro 

¢ These Feathered Flames by Alexandra Overy 

Little Thieves by Margaret Owen - D 

From Dust, a Flame by Rebecca Podos - B 

e The Grimrose Girls by Laura Pohl - AA 

¢ Girls at the Edge of the World by Laura Brooke Robson 


Wilder Girls by Rory Power 

¢ *The Aziza Chronicles by TreVaughn Malik Roach-Carter 
The Midnight Lie by Marie Rutkoski 

A Dark and Hollow Star by Ashley Shuttleworth 

e It Ends in Fire by Andrew Shvarts - B 

¢ Edie in Between by Laura Sibson 


¢ Infinity Son by Adam Silvera - B 

* Scavenge the Stars by Tara Sim - D 

¢ The Abyss Surrounds Us by Emily Skrutskie 

¢ *Daughter of the Bone Forest by Jasmine Skye 

¢ A Darkly Beating Heart by Lindsay Smith - B+ 

¢ Beneath the Citadel by Destiny Soria — A+ 

e These Witches Don't Burn by Isabel Sterling 

¢ The Coldest Touch by Isabel Sterling 

e Beyond The Black Door by A.M. Strickland - BA 

e Inthe Ravenous Dark by A.M. Strickland - P 

¢ A Room Away From the Wolves by Nova Ren Suma 

¢ As I Descended by Robin Talley - B+ 

¢ Outrun the Wind by Elizabeth Tammi 

*Fire Becomes Her by Rosiee Thor - DR 

¢ Sweet & Bitter Magic by Adrienne Tooley 

*Sofi.and the Bone Song by Adrienne Tooley 

«that the therapist, even if he thinks the adaptation is wrong, quickly 
gets into hot water if he problematises the wish of his child patients. Even the 
mere questioning of trans identity is quickly interpreted as transphobia - by 
the public, the associations of panel doctors, the chamber of psychothera- 
pists. Often it is even insinuated that it is a conversion therapy — the treat- 
ment of homosexual tendencies. These therapies have been forbidden since 
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May last year. A therapist who questions the trans desire of his young patient 
is therefore already standing with one foot in jail.»™° (Tichys Einblick) 
@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


¢ *The Third Daughter and The Second Son by Adrienne Tooley 
¢ “She isa Haunting by Trang Thanh Tran - B+ 
© *Lies We Sing to the Sea by Sarah Underwood 
© Crier’s War by Nina Varela 

e This Golden Flame by Emily Victoria - AA 

¢ *Silver in the Mist by Emily Victoria - A 

¢ Shallow Graves by Kali Wallace - B+ 

¢ Ghost Wood Song by Erica Waters - B 

¢ The River Has Teeth by Erica Waters 

¢ Shatter the Sky by Rebecca Kim Wells - B 

¢ Briar Girls by Rebecca Kim Wells 


Sci-Fi/Dystopian/(Post-)Apocalyptic/Non-Fantastical Speculative 


¢ The Weight of the Stars by K. Ancrum 


¢ Love in the Time of Global Warming by Francesca Lia Block - B 
e The Scorpion Rules by Erin Bow - B 

© Once & Future by A.R. Capetta and Cory McCarthy 

¢ Crownchasers by Rebecca Coffindaffer — P 


e Dreadnought and Sovereign by April Daniels — T 

¢ The Sound of the Stars by Alechia Dow — D 

¢ Sound by Alexandra Duncan 

e The Art of Saving the World by Corinne Duyvis —- AL 
e Alien: Echo by Mira Grant 

e That Inevitable Victorian Thing by E.K. Johnston - B, I, Polyam 
© Queen's Shadow by E.K. Johnston - B 

e Dare Mighty Things series by Heather Kaczynski 
¢ Not Your Sidekick by C.B. Lee - B+ 

¢ Not Your Backup by C.B. Lee - A+ 

¢ Adaptation and Inheritance by Malinda Lo - B 


© Gearbreakers by Zoe Hana Mikuta 
«Transgender Interventions Harm Children ... 


Puberty blockers may cause mental illness 
Puberty blockers may actually cause depression and other emotional 
disturbances related to suicide. In fact, the package insert for Lupron, the 


240 https://www.tichyseinblick.de/meinungen/sondierungspapier-ampel- 
transsexuelle/ 
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number one prescribed puberty blocker in America, lists “emotional instabili- 
ty” as a side effect... World renowned Swedish psychiatrist Dr. Christopher 
Gillberg has said that pediatric transition is “possibly one of the greatest 
scandals in medical history”»™*' (American College Of Pediatricians) 
@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 

¢ The Last 8 by Laura Pohl - Aro B (+) 

¢ Wilder Girls by Rory Power (Horror) 

¢ *The World Ends Here by Rory Power (Horror) 

e The Abyss Surrounds Us series by Emily Skrutskie 

¢ Hullmetal Girls by Emily Skrutskie - A+ 

¢ *IfTomorrow Doesn't Come by Jen St. Jude 

¢ Tarnished Are the Stars by Rosiee Thor - AA 

¢ Bleeding Earth by Kaitlin Ward 

* City of Shattered Light by Claire Winn 

¢ Jron Widow by Xiran Jay Zhao - Polyam 


Transgender Protagonists (Binary) 
Boys, Realistic Contemporary 


e *IfI Can Give You That by Michael Gray Bulla 
¢ Felix Ever After by Kacen Callender (Demiboy) 
e May the Best Man Win by ZR Ellor 

¢ The Passing Playbook by Isaac Fitzsimons 

¢ *A Million Quiet Revolutions by Robin Gow 

¢ Meet-Cute Diary by Emery Lee 

¢ Blood Sport by Tash McAdam 

¢ Sink or Swim by Tash McAdam 

¢ Stay Gold by Tobly McSmith 

¢ Act Cool by Tobly McSmith 

¢ Even if We Break by Marieke Nijkamp 

e [Was Born for This by Alice Oseman 

¢ Jayaand Rasa by Sonia Patel 

¢ “The Borrow a Boyfriend Club by Page Powar 


¢ *And They Were Roommates by Page Powar 
¢ The (Un)popular Vote by Jasper Sanchez 


«* half of LGBTIQ+ people had experienced depression and three in 
five had experienced anxiety 


241 https://acpeds.org/transgender-interventions-harm-children 
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* one in eight LGBTIQ+ people aged 18 to 24 had attempted to end 
their life 

* almost half of trans people had thought about taking their life.» 
(Mental Health org) 

@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 

e All Kinds of Other by James Sie 

e Between Perfect and Real by Ray Stoeve 

¢ *Just Max by Aiden Thomas 

¢ “Always the Almost by Edward Underhill 

¢ Ona Summer Night by Gabriel D. Vidrine (Amz) 


Boys, Historical 


¢ *SelfMade Boys by Anna-Marie McLemore 
¢ “Roja” by Anna-Marie McLemore in All Out (LI) 


Boys, Speculative 


e The Witch King by H.E. Edgmon 

¢ Rainbow Islands by Devin Harnois 

¢ “Walker by Clive Hawken 

¢ Avi Cantor Has Six Months to Live by Sacha Lamb - G (Fabulism) 

¢ Not Your Villain by CB Lee - B (Sci-fi) 

¢ When the Moon Was Ours by Anna-Marie McLemore (Magical 
Realism) 

¢ *Venom & Vow by Anna-Marie McLemore and Elliott McLemore 

¢ Cemetery Boys by Aiden Thomas (Paranormal) 

¢ *The Sunbearer Trials by Aiden Thomas 

e “Every Shade of Red” by Elliot Wake in All Out 

¢ *Hell Followed With Us by Andrew Joseph White (Horror) 


Girls, Contemporary 


¢ Beauty Queens by Libba Bray~ 

e Jess, Chunk, and the Road Trip to Infinity by Kristin Elizabeth Clark 

¢ Cheer Up! by Crystal Frasier, Val Wise, and Oscar O. Jupiter 

Massive propaganda over the last few generations has been very suc- 
cessful, confusing and sexually reversing a drastically increased proportion 
of younger inhabitants, plunging them into unnecessary problems and suffe- 
ring. 


242 https://www.mentalhealth.org.uk/explore-mental-health/statistics/lgbtiq-people- 
statistics 
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https://www.axios.com/2022/02/17/lgbtq-generation-z-gallup 


Updated Feb 19, 2022 - Politics & Policy 


The number of LGBTQ-identifying 
adults is soaring 


A Erin Doherty 


f y in a 


Americans who self-identified as LGBTQ in 2021, by generation 


Surveys of 12,416 U.S. adults conducted between January and December 2021 


(Born 1997-2003) 


Millenials 
(1981-1996) 


Gen X 


(1965-1980) 


Baby boomers Si 2.6 
(1946-1964) 


Traditionalists Bl 0.8 


(before 1946) 
Data: Gallup; Chart: Baidi Wang/Axios 

Obviously, multiplying by 26 is not a matter of innate but propaganda- 
generated conditions. Later suffering of those sexually confused as children 
and adolescents is made a mass phenomenon. Whoever is seduced by such 
insinuations as a gullible child will remain damaged for life. 


«We support emerging and underrepresented voices... Our vision is to 
set emerging and underrepresented writers on the path to success by fostering 
greater equity and inclusion... 

Although there are fine science fiction and fantasy writers of all ethnici- 
ties, races, and genders, historically the field has reflected the same prejudi- 
ces found in the culture around it, leading to proportionately fewer successful 
writers of color and women writers than white male writers. Within the limi- 
tations of the workshop, Clarion West is dedicated to improving those pro- 
portions.»** (Clariton West) 


First, a false claim is made that women and non-whites have been histo- 
rically disadvantaged. In fact, women were privileged in every era, they just 


243 https://www.clarionwest.org/about/ 
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usually had no interest in competing with men. Non-whites usually came 
from cultures with other interests, which is why they used to create mostly 
works that fit their culture, less often the Western cultural tradition. The art 
of the Occident was once at least as little known in foreign cultural circles as 
vice versa. Ignorance of foreign cultures was once mutual; European scholars 
were enthusiastic about non-European cultures and explored them, which 
rather speaks for a commendable openness. It would be unjust envy to blame 
European culture for its former success. From such false assumptions and 
foul envy, it is then inferred that white, heterosexual male losers may get 
massively disadvantaged — ostensibly as a ‘compensatory injustice’, but actu- 
ally as a radical exaggeration of age-old oppression of male losers. 


< G ©) https://www.roamagency.com/full_catalog/ 


Neil Davidson 
Holding Fast to an Image of the Past: Essays on Marxism and History 


How Revolutionary Were the Bourgeois Revolutions? 


Nation-States: Consciousness and Competition 


We Cannot Escape History: Marxism, Transitions, and Revolutions 


Selected Writings 


Angela Y. Davis 
Angela Davis: An Autobiography 


Angela Y. Davis, edited by Frank Barat 
Freedom Is a Constant Struggle: Ferguson, Palestine, and the Foundations of a Movement 


Angela Y. Davis, Gina Dent, Erica R. Meiners, and Beth E. Richie (editors) 
Abolition. Feminism. Now. 


Ben Davis 
9.5 Theses on Art and Class and Other Writings 


Art in the After-Culture: Capitalist Crisis and Cultural Strategy 


PRELUDE TO 

REVOLUTION James C. Davis 

FRANCE IN MAY 1968 The Human Story: Our History, From the Stone Age to Today 
DANIEL SINGER 


Mike Davis 
Be Realistic: Demand the Impossible 


In Praise of Barbarians: Essays Against Empire 
Revolution, revolutionaries, revolutionary women. More crass than in 
the GDR. The false promise of a ‘struggle against oppression’ causes, contra- 
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ry to the declared intention, the most radical oppression of human nature that 
has ever existed, wants to make thinking differently impossible forever, so 
that total lack of freedom results. Thus ‘diversity’ becomes unifying coerci- 
on, ‘tolerance’ as an activist fighting term becomes extremist intolerance, 
supposed diversity becomes the monotony of imposed attitudes. 


s://www.roamagency.com/full_catalog/ 


Michael Bennett and Dave Zirin 
Things That Make White People Uncomfortable 


Things That Make White People Uncomfortable: Adapted for Young Adults 


John Bierhorst 
Latin American Folktales 


John Bierhorst, translated by José Lucas Badué 
Cuentos Folkiéricos Latinoamericanos 


Edited by Alisa Bierria, Jakeya Caruthers, and Brooke Lober 
Abolition Feminisms: Organizing, Survival, and Transformative Practice 


lan Birchall 
The Spectre of Babeuf 


Paul Le Blanc 
Revolutionary Collective: Comrades, Critics. and Dynamics in the Struggle for Socialism 


Michele Bolinger and Dao X. Tran 
101 Real Changemakers 


This literary agency also uses the code word ‘progressive’: it pretends 
that its totalitarian ideology is progress, while any way of thinking that oppo- 
ses it is ‘regressive’ or ‘reactionary’. In fact, it is the other way round. Pro- 
gress is only possible if we free ourselves from such yesterday's ideologies. 
Otherwise, after each destructive hysteria, the next, even more radically de- 
structive ideology will be spread. This process, which has been going on for 
centuries, accelerated considerably in the cultural revolution of 1968. Femi- 
nism and cultural disintegration were the beginning; currently, LGBTQ+ and 
gender as well as abolition of the ethnic states and peoples of Europe are 
among today's core issues. 
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@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


(Graphic novel) 
¢ Being Emily by Rachel Gold 
¢ Mick and Michelle by Nina Rossing 
e If] Was Your Girl by Meredith Russo (Amz) 
¢ Birthday by Meredith Russo 


Girls, Historical 
¢ Stage Dreams by Melanie Gillman 


Girls, Speculative 


e “The Murders in the Rue Apartelle, Boracay” by Rin Chupeco in 
His Hideous Heart 

¢ Dreadnought and Sovereign by April Daniels 

¢ Pet by Akwaeke Emezi 

¢ Tally the Witch by Molly Landgraff 


Non-Binary Protagonists 


Agender, Speculative 


e The Heartbreak Bakery by A.R. Capetta 

¢ “Some Other Metal” by A.R. Capetta and Cory McCarthy in That 
Way Madness Lies 

e *When the Angels Left the Old Country by Sacha Lamb 


Bigender, Contemporary 
¢ Somebody Told Me by Mia Siegert 


«At younger ages than ever before, American children are being 


targeted by the left with sexual content and destructive gender ideology. 


It's coming at them not just from cultural forces in social media and 


entertainment, but from state governments and local school boards.» 
(Heritage) 


244 https://www.heritage.org/gender/commentary/promise-americas-children- 


warns-destructive-equality-act-lgbt-agenda 
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@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


Bigender, Speculative 


¢ *Venom & Vow by Anna-Marie McLemore and Elliott McLemore 
Demiboy, Contemporary 

e Felix Ever After by Kacen Callender 
Demigirl, Speculative 


¢ The Brilliant Death by A.R. Capetta (+) 
¢ *Court of the Undying Seasons by A.M. Strickland 


Genderfluid, Contemporary. 


¢ Symptoms of Being Human by Jeff Garvin (Amz) 
¢ *Salt the Water by Candice Iloh 

e *The Honeys by Ryan La Sala 

¢ Under Shifting Stars by Alexandra Latos 


Genderfluid, Speculative 


e Assassins: Nemesis by Erica Cameron 

e Every Day by David Levithan 

¢ Mask of Shadows and Ruin of Stars by Linsey Miller 

e The Mermaid, The Witch, and the Sea by Maggie Tokuda-Hall 


Genderqueer, Contemporary 


¢ Brooklyn, Burning by Steve Brezenoff (Amz) 
e *The Many Half-Filled Lives of Sam Sylvester by Maya MacGregor 


Result of such massive permanent propaganda in established media: 


«The Rise in Young People Identifying as L.G.B.T.Q. 
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April 30, 2022»** (New York Times) 
@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 
¢ Can't Take That Away by Steven Salvatore 


Genderqueer, Speculative 


e Into the Real by Z Brewer 

¢ Tiger’s Watch by Julia Ember 
¢ The Missing by Jerico Lenk 

¢ Out of Salem by Hal Schrieve 


Non-Binary, Contemporary 


¢ *Lark & Kasim Start a Revolution by Kacen Callender 

e | Wish You All the Best by Mason Deaver - B 

e The Ghosts We Keep by Mason Deaver 

¢ *Acting the Part by ZR Ellor 

¢ “Ander and Santi Were Here by Jonny Garza Villa 

¢ *Man ‘O War by Cory McCarthy 

e Even if We Break by Marieke Nijkamp 

e *And They Lived by Steven Salvatore 

e *Bianca Torre Is Afraid of Everything by Justine Pucella Winans 


Non-Binary, Speculative 


¢ *Godly Heathens by H.E. Edgmon 
¢ *Out ofthe Blue by Jason June 
¢ *Lakelore by Anna-Marie McLemore 


¢ “The Wicked Bargain by Gabe Cole Novoa (transmasc) 
¢ Lizard Radio by Pat Schmatz 


Intersex Protagonists 


«Sharp Increase in Young People Identifying as Trans, Nonbinary, 
Report Shows 
By Ella Ceron, 10. Juni 2022 ... 


245 https://www.nytimes.com/2022/04/30/opinion/letters/lgbtq-gay-youths.html 
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A new report from the Williams Institute at the University of California, 
Los Angeles that analyzed Centers for Disease Control and Prevention data 
found that 42.7% of transgender and nonbinary people in the U.S. are 
teenagers or young adults.»° (Bloomberg) 


@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 
Intersex Protagonists 


Contemporary 


¢ Double Exposure by Bridget Birdsall 

¢ None of the Above by I.W. Gregorio (Girl) 

¢ Just Ash by Sol Santana (Boy) 

¢ Confessions of a Teenage Hermaphrodite by Lianne Simon 


Speculative 


e That Inevitable Victorian Thing by E.K. Johnston — B (Girl) 
e The Names We Take by Trace Kerr 


e Pantomime, Shadowplay, and Masquerade by Laura Lam - B 


Polyamorous Protagonists 


¢ Strange Grace by Tessa Gratton 


e That Inevitable Victorian Thing by E.K. Johnston 
e Adaptation and Inheritance by Malinda Lo 

¢ Indestructible Object by Mary McCoy 

¢ 3 by Hannah Moskowitz 

e This Song is (Not) For You by Laura Nowlin 


¢ Iron Widow by Xiran Jay Zhao 


Explicitly Bi Love Interests (to Heterosexual 
Main Characters) 


e We Regret to Inform You by Ariel Kaplan 
e Five Ways to Fall Out of Love by Emily Martin 
¢ Like a Love Song by Gabriela Martins 


246 https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2022-06-10/nearly-43-of-trans- 
people-are-younger-than-age-25-report-finds 
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«Big Rise in U.S. Teens Identifying As Gay, Bisexual 
By Cara Murez, HealthDay Reporter, June 15, 2021»*’ (WebMD) 


@ hittps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


Home and Away by Candice Montgomery 

Sick Kids in Love by Hannah Moskowitz 

The Art of Wishing and The Fourth Wish by Lindsay Ribar 
The Night of Your Life by Lydia Sharp 

The Art of French Kissing by Brianna Shrum 

The Last Summer of the Garrett Girls by Jessica Spotswood 
This Time Will Be Different by Misa Sugiura 

All the Feels by Danika Stone 


Explicitly Bi/Pan Love Interests (to Homosexual 


Main Characters) 


¢ Under the Lights by Dahlia Adler (B) (Amz) 

e Looking for Group by Rory Harrison (B/P) 

¢ ByAny Means Necessary by Candice Montgomery 
e History is All You Left Me by Adam Silvera (B) 

e These Witches Don’t Burn by Isabel Sterling (B) 


Explicitly Bi/Pan Love Interests (to Bi/Pan Main 


Characters) 


¢ Cool for the Summer by Dahlia Adler 

¢ Look Both Ways by Alison Cherry (f/f) 

¢ Let's Call it a Doomsday by Katie Henry (m/f) 
e J'll Be the One by Lyla Lee (m/f) 

¢ Qur Own Private Universe by Robin Talley (f/f) 
¢ The Brightsiders by Jen Wilde (f/gq) 


Implicitly Bi/Pan LIs to Heterosexual MCs (as 
seen in Historical/SFF) 


247 https://www.webmd.com/sex-relationships/news/202 10615/big-rise-in-us-teens- 
identifying-as-gay-bisexual 
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That a broad majority is harmed to appease a few stray ideologues was 
once understood by broad majorities — today it has become unspeakable and 
unthinkable. Those stray ideologues are therefore constantly increasing in 
number, continually adding new and even more damaging campaigns to their 
previous ones. 

@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


Implicitly Bi/Pan LIs to Heterosexual MCs (as 
seen in Historical/SFF) 


¢ Gates of Thread and Stone by Lori M. Lee 


Implicitly Bi/Pan LIs to Homosexual MCs (as 
seen in Historical/SFF) 


¢ The Timekeeper Series by Tara Sim 


Implicitly Bi/Pan LIs to Bi/Pan MCs (as seen in 
Historical/SFF) 


¢ The Gentleman's Guide to Vice and Virtue by Mackenzi Lee 
¢ Mask of Shadows by Linsey Miller 


Transgender/NB Love Interests (to Cisgender 


Protagonists) 


Female 


¢ Looking for Group by Rory Harrison (m/f) 


e Beast by Brie Spangler (m/f) 


Male 


¢ Love inthe Time of Global Warming by Francesca Lia Block (m/f) 

¢ The Past and Other Things that Should Stay Buried by Shaun David 
Hutchinson (m/m) 

¢ Squad by Mariah MacCarthy (m/f) 

¢ About A Girl by Sarah McCarry (m/f) (Amz) 

e Dark and Deepest Red by Anna-Marie McLemore (m/f) 
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Ordinary people often did not even know the abbreviations of those 
once very rare to unknown aberrations that are increasing sharply due to ide- 
ological media. 

@ hitps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 

e All Our Hidden Gifts by Caroline O'Donoghue 

e The Wise and the Wicked by Rebecca Podos (m/f) 
¢ The Truth Is by NoNieqa Ramos (m/f) 


e Rebel Boys and Rescue Dogs, or Things That Kiss With Teeth by Brianna 
Shrum (m/f) 


Non-Binary 


¢ Girl Made of Stars by Ashley Herring Blake (f/gq) 
¢ Spellhacker by M.K. England (f/nb) 
¢ Night Shine by Tessa Gratton 


¢ Blanca & Roja by Anna-Marie McLemore (f/gq) 

¢ Like Water by Rebecca Podos (f/gq) 

¢ The Pros of Cons by Lindsay Ribar, Alison Cherry, and Michelle 
Schusterman (f/gq) 

¢ Demon inthe Whitelands by Nikki Richard (m/i+gnc) 

¢ The Brightsiders by Jen Wilde (f/gq) 


Transgender/NB Love Interests (to 
Transgender/NB Protagonists) 


¢ The Brilliant Death by AR Capetta (Genderfluid) 
e The Heartbreak Bakery by AR Capetta (Transmasculine) 
e Meet Cute Diary by Emery Lee 


Fiction Anthologies with Queer Representation 
Entire Anthologies 


¢ Short Stuffed. by Alysia Constantine 
¢ *Transmogrify! by g. haron-davis 


The only ray of hope for readers: now follows the 32nd page of the 
screen printout of that list of deplorable non-literature that is mass produced 
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and distributed instead of honest, helpful, books in tune with human nature 
like this one. We have the third to last page to document. 


@ https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


All Out ed. by Saundra Mitchell 
Out Now ed. by Saundra Mitchell 
* Out There ed. by Saundra Mitchell 


Proud ed. by Juno Dawson 


Summer Love ed. by Duet Books 


Select Stories 


*All Signs Point to Yes ed. by Cam Montgomery, g. haron 
davis, and Adrianne White () 

*At Midnight ed. by Dahlia Adler (“Say My Name” by Dahlia 
Adler, “Mother’s Mirror” by H.E. Edgmon, “A Flame So Bright” by 
Malinda Lo, “HEA” by Alex London, “Sugar Plum” by Anna-Marie 
McLemore, “The Littlest Mermaid” by Meredith Russo) 

Battle of the Bands ed. by Lauren Gibaldi and Eric Smith 
(“Cecilia” by Ashley Poston, Jenn Marie Thorne) 

Black Enough ed. by Ibi Zoboi (“Wild Horses, Wild Hearts” by 
Jay Coles, “Kissing Sarah Smart” by Justina Ireland, “Out of the 
Silence” by Kekla Magoon, “Whoa!” by Rita Garcia Williams) 
Color Outside the Lines ed. by Sangu Mandanna (“Your Life 
Matters” by L.L. McKinney, “Death and the Maiden” by Tara Sim, 
“Gilman Street” by Michelle Ruiz Keil) 

Feral Youth ed. by Shaun David Hutchinson (“A Ruthless 
Dame” by Tim Floreen, “Look Down” by Robin Talley) 

Fools in Love ed. by Ashley Herring Blake and Rebecca Podos 
(“Bloom” by Rebecca Barrow, “Edges” by Ashley Herring Blake, 
“Boys Noise” by Mason Deaver, “My Best Friend’s Girl” by Sara 
Farizan, “(Fairy)like Attracts Like” by Claire Kann, “Girls Just 
Want to Have Fun” by Malinda Lo, “And” by Hannah Moskowitz, 
“Silver and Gold” by Natasha Ngan, “Five Stars” by Amy 
Spalding, “Unfortunately, Blobs Do Not Eat Snacks” by Rebecca 
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Above, recommendations of the experts for sexual confusion of children 
and adolescents apparently followed. Those who do not want to suffer from it 
for life should spare themselves such unnecessary burdens. 

@ hittps://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


Kim Wells, “What Makes Us Heroes” by Julian Winters) 

¢ Fresh Ink ed. by Lamar Giles (“Meet Cute” by Malinda Lo, “Why 
I Learned to Cook” by Sara Farizan, “Catch, Pull, Drive” by 
Schuyler Bailar) 

¢ Grim ed. by Christine Johnson (“The Twelfth Girl” by Malinda 
Lo) 

¢ His Hideous Heart ed. by Dahlia Adler (“Lygia” by Dahlia Adler, 


“The Murders at the Rue Apartelle, Boracay” by Rin Chupeco, 
“Night-Tide” by Tessa Gratton, “A Drop of Missing Ink” by Emily 
Lloyd-Jones, “Changeling” by Marieke Nijkamp, “The Glittering 
Death” by Caleb Roehrig) 

¢ Hungry Hearts ed. by Caroline Tung Richmond and Elsie 
Chapman (“Gimme Some Sugar” by Jay Coles, “Side Work” by 
Sara Farizan, “Panederia — Pasteleria” by Anna-Marie McLemore, 
“Bloom” by Phoebe North) 

¢ It’s a Whole Spiel ed. by Katherine Locke and Laura 
Silverman (“Indoor Kids” by Alex London, “The Hold” by David 
Levithan, “Some Days You're the Sidekick, Some Days You're the 
Superhero” by Katherine Locke, “Neilah” by Hannah Moskowitz) 

¢ Meet Cute ed. by Jennifer Armentrout (“Print Shop” by Nina 
LaCour, “Oomph” by Emery Lord, “Somewhere That’s Green” by 
Meredith Russo) 

¢ My True Love Gave to Me ed. by Stephanie Perkins (“Your 
Temporary Santa” by David Levithan) 

¢ *Out of Our League ed. by Dahlia Adler and Jennifer Iacopelli 
(Naomi Kanakia, Cam Montgomery, Marieke Nijkamp) 

¢ A Phoenix First Must Burn ed. by Patrice Caldwell (Amerie, 
Patrice Caldwell, “Sequence” by J. Marcelle Corrie, “All the Time 
in the World” by Charlotte Nicole Davis, “Wherein Abigail Fields 
Recalls Her First Death and, Subsequently, Her Best Life” by 


Rebecca Roanhorse) 


More recommendations on what not to read can save suffering. Best of 
all, here follows (to what God may I be grateful?) the last extract to be docu- 
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mented from this one list of books for young people that stems from LGBT 
sources and is far from complete: 


https://Igbtqreads.com/young-adult/ 


The Radical Element ed. by Jessica Spotswood (“Glamour” by 
Anna-Marie McLemore, “Step Right Up” by Jessica Spotswood) 
Summer Days & Summer Nights ed. by Stephanie Perkins 
(“The End of Love” by Nina LaCour, “Souvenirs” by Tim Federle) 
Take the Mic ed. by Bethany C. Morrow (“Parker Outside the 
Box” by Ray Stoeve) 

That Way Madness Lies ed. by Dahlia Adler (“Some Other 
Metal” by AR Capetta and Cory McCarthy, “King of the Fairies” 
by Anna-Marie McLemore, “The Tragedy of Cory Lanez” by Tochi 
Onyebuchi, “Shipwrecked” by Mark Oshiro, “Dreaming of the 
Dark” by Lindsay Smith) 

Three Sides of a Heart ed. by Natalie C. Parker (“Riddles in 
Mathematics” by Katie Cotugno, “Before She Was Bloody” by 
Tessa Gratton, “Unus, Duo, Tres” by Bethany Hagen, “Dread 


South” by Justina Ireland, Alaya Dawn Johnson, “Lessons for 
Beginners” by Julie Murphy, “Cass, An, and Dra” by Natalie C. 
Parker) 

A Tyranny of Petticoats ed. by Jessica Spotswood (“City of 
Angels” by Lindsay Smith and “The Whole World is Watching” by 
Robin Talley) 

Toil & Trouble ed. by Tess Sharpe and Jessica Spotswood 
(Tehlor Kay Mejia, Tess Sharpe, Elizabeth May) 

Unbroken ed. by Marieke Nijkamp (“The Leap and the Fall” by 
Kayla Whaley, “A Play in Many Parts” by Fox Benwell, “The Ballad 
of Weary Daughters” by Kristine Wyllys, “A Curse, a Kindness” 
by Corinne Duyvis) 


We did it! The 34th and final screen of Lambda's non-reading recom- 


mendations for young people has been accommodated. Relief. Finally, a lite- 
rary agency whose mission seems to be to spread activist agit of a similar ilk 
advertises: 


«ABOUT TORREY HOUSE PRESS 
VOICES FOR THE LAND 
OUR MISSION 
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Torrey House Press publishes books at the intersection of the literary 
arts and environmental advocacy. THP authors explore the diversity of 
human experiences and relationships with place... We believe that lively, 
contemporary literature is at the cutting edge of social change. ... OUR 
COMMITMENT TO ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

Torrey House Press stands with people of color, disabled people, and 
other marginalized people in our region, nation, and around the world in the 
protest against police brutality, white supremacy, ableism, and systemic 
racism. To help create a more just world, we are committed to seeking 
writers of color and other marginalized communities whose work engages 
deeply with place and expands and challenges conversations on environ- 
mental and social justice.»*** (TORREY HOUSE PRESS, VOICES FOR 
THE LAND) 
| | 

TORREY HOUSE PRESS 


THp VOICES FOR THE LAND 


ABOUT US BOOKS & AUTHORS BEYOND BOOKS DONATE 


JOIN THE TORREY HOUSE FAMILY 


OUR MISSION 


Torrey House Press publishes books at the intersection of the literary arts and 
environmental advocacy. THP authors explore the diversity of human experiences 
and relationships with place. THP books create conversations about issues that 
concern the American West, landscape, literature, and the future of our ever- 
changing planet, inspiring action toward a more just world. 


OUR VALUES 


We believe that lively, contemporary literature is at the cutting edge of social 
change. We seek to inform, expand, and reshape the dialogue on environmental 
justice and stewardship for the natural world by elevating literary excellence from 
diverse voices. 


OUR COMMITMENT TO ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 


Torrey House Press stands with people of color, disabled people, and other 
marginalized people in our region, nation, and around the world in the protest 
against police brutality, white supremacy, ableism, and systemic racism. To help 
create a more just world, we are committed to seeking writers of color and other 
marginalized communities whose work engages deeply with place and expands and 
challenges conversations on environmental and social justice. 


READ OUR ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE STATEMENT 
The ‘diversity of human experiences and relationships’ hermetically ex- 


cludes white, heterosexual male losers. White, heterosexual male losers are 
not only marginalised and ignored, their existence denied and thus complete- 


248 https://www.torreyhouse.org/about 
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ly excluded. On top of that, they are denigrated, conspiracy theorised to be 
guilty of ‘white supremacy’, just as a ‘structural patriarchy’ was supposed to 
be to blame for all the world's ills before, and a ‘Zionist world conspiracy’ a 
few generations before that. The scapegoats and bogeymen change, the per- 
verse principle of such propaganda remains. Neither social nor sexual justice 
exists for white, heterosexual male losers. The next manifestation of irratio- 
nality is the propaganda term ‘climate justice’. 


«we are welcoming of writers from communities that have historically 
been underrepresented in literary publishing, including Black and PoC 
writers, Indigenous writers, immigrant writers, LGBTQ+ writers, and writers 
who identify as disabled, deaf, Deaf, blind, Blind, neurodivergent, or chroni- 
cally ill.» (Willenfield Literary Agency) 


‘Native’ is another code word. Indigenous Europeans, of course, are ex- 
cluded, do not count as ‘indigenous’ or worthy of protection, but are, on the 
contrary, abolished below the belt and left to the extinction of male lineages 
like Neanderthals before, Western hunter-gatherers and early arable farmers 
of Europe after. Current ideology, with its phrases, always achieves the oppo- 
site of what it claims to intend: alleged protection of indigenous peoples be- 
comes sexual androcide or genocide of indigenous Europeans through dis- 
placement interbreeding, just as ostensible ‘liberation of women’ actually 
meant oppression of men. But most of our contemporaries are too caught up 
in the current ideology to understand this, which distorts their perception as 
far as the choice of terms, perception and classification. 


Non-white, non-male, sex-confused, mentally impaired or neuro-diver- 
gent — anything goes and is promoted, except books by authors from histori- 
cally never represented groups such as white, heterosexual male losers, who 
are once again excluded and suppressed to promote supposedly ‘under-repre- 
sented’ voices. The very choice of words says that these groups have been re- 
presented, which is to be increased, whereas there has never been representa- 
tion or an agenda for white, heterosexual male losers, whose first voice is 
works by Jan Deichmohle such as “The Oppression of Men” — and his 35 
other books. 


249 https://willenfield.com/home 


428 


More As Innovative Books 


Tne following books improve understanding: 


Already available in English: 


“The Oppression of Men’, Jan Deichmohle 

“Settling The Score With Feminism”, Jan Deichmohle 
“Bali — Enchanting Island”, Jan Deichmohle 

“The Kiwi Experience”, Jan Deichmohle 

“Life As a Journey”, John C. Mileahed 

“Ozora — failing”, John C. Mileahed 

Enjoy! 


Soon available in English: 


www.quellwerk.com 


